FIRST 



REPORT 



FROM THE 

SELECT COMMITTEE 



FICTITIOUS VOTES, IRELAND 

iriTH THE 

MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, 

AND APPENDIX. 



Ordered, bi/ The House of Commons, to be Printed, 
28 March 1838. 



259 - 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



[ ii ] 



Martis, 28° die Nomnhris, 1837. 

Ordered, That a Select Committee be appointed to inquire how far the Intentions of 
the Reform Bill are defeated by Creating and Registering Fictitious and Improper Vot« 
in Ireland. 



Mercurii, 29“ 

A Committee was nominated of, — 

Lord Granville Somerset. 

Mr. O’Connell. 

Mr. Lefroy. 

Mr. Curry. 

Mr. Serjeant Jackson. 

Mr. Beamish. 

Mr. Lucas. 

Mr. Morgan John O’Connell. 
Ordered, That the Committee have pov 
Ordered, That Five be the Quorum of 1 



'ie Novembris, 1837. 



Mr. Millies Gaskell. 

Mr. Serjeant Ball. 

Mr. Hogg. 

Mr. Fitzstepheii French. 
Mr. Litton. 

Mr. Dennistoun. 

Sir Robert Ferguson. 



to send for Persons, Papers and Records. 
Committee. 



Jovis, t5° die Martii, 1838. 

Ordered, That Mr. Lucas be discharged from further attendance, and that Mr. Emerson 
Tennent be added to the Committee. 



Mercurii, 28® 1838. 

Ordered, That the Committee have power to report the Minutes of Evidence taken 
before them, from time to time, to The House. 



PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE. 



Veneris, 1° die Decemhris, 1837. 



MEMBERS PRESENT, 



Lord Granville Somerset. 
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Mr. Curry. 

Mr. Morgan John O’Connell. 
Mr. Hogg. 

Mr. Lefroy, 
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Sir Robert Ferguson. 
Mr. Beamish. 
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REPORT. 



THE SELECT COMMITTEE appointed to inquire how far the Intentions 
of the Reform Bill are defeated by Creating and Registering Fictitious 
and Improper Votes in Ireland^ and who were empowered to report the 
Minutes of Evidence taken before them, from time to time, to 
The House ; — 

J j|~ AVE examined several Witnesses, and have agreed to Report the 
Evidence given by them to The House. 



28 March 1838. 
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MINUTES OF EVIDENCE. 



Mercurii, 7° die Fehruarii, 1838 . 



MEMBERS PRESENT. 



Mr. Serjeant Ball. 

Mr. Beamish. 

.Mr. Curry. 

Mr. Dennistoun. 

Sir Robert Ferguson. 
Mr. Fitzstephen French. 
Mr. Milnes Gaskeli. 



Mr. Hogg. 

Mr. Serjeant Jackson. 

Mr. Lefroy. 

Mr. Lucas. 

Mr. O’Connell. 

Mr. Morgan John O’Connell. 
Lord Granville Somerset. 



Lord GRANVILLE SOMERSET, in the Chair. 



Mr. Julius Ccesar Besnard, called in; and Examined. 

! . Chairman.'] ARE you a solicitor at Cork ? — I am. 

2. Are you also town-clerk of that city ? — I am. 

3- Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] How long have you held the office of town-clerk? — 
Since the year 1831 . 

4. How long have you been resident in Cork? — Since my birth. 

5. Are you very well acquainted with the city of Cork?— I am. 

6. You succeeded the late Mr. Jones, who had been a gi-eat many years town- 
clerk ? — I did. 

7. Was it any part of your duty, as tovm-clerk, to attend the first registry 
sessions under the Reform Bill ? — It is part of my duty to attend every registi*y 
sessions, in order to produce such documents as are necessary for authenticating 
tlie right of those freemen who may claim a right to register. 

8. Of what classes does the constituency of the city of Cork consist ? — It con- 
sists of freemen, under the late Cork case established to be freemen, resident 
within seven miles, and the freeholders and the householders. 

9. Householders of the value of 10 Z. ? — Householders of the value of 10 /. and 
upwards. Freeholders of different classes ; freeholders of 50 Z., 20 Z., and 40 s. 

10. Did you, in point of fact, attend the first registry sessions in the city of 
Cork under the Reform Bill 1 — I did. 

11. Is it your duty to have the documents which serve to autlienticate the 
right of the freemen ? — It is. 

12. What are those documents? — The grand panel, as they call it, is now 
considered to be conclusive of the person being a freeman ; I am speaking 
of the permanent roll of freemen ; we call it a panel, because it is in a book. 
It is an authentic list of the freemen, and wlienever the freemen are called 
over, that is the document referred to. I should say, that upon the first regis- 
tration, in the commencement at least, it was not determined what was the 
exact evidence, and I then had the books in which the original entries of the 
admission and the confirmation of the freemen appeared, and the certificates on 
stamps of the persons having been admitted. 

13. Was it any part of your duty there to examine into or sift the right of 
any person that came forward to register ? — Not at all ; I took no part in 
that. 

14. You took no part in the business of registration, exeept your o'wn paidicu- 
lar province, that of authenticating the claim of a freeman, when such person 
tendered himself to register ? — None. 

15. Did you, in point of fact, pay attention to the course of proceeding? — Of 
course I observed what was going on. 

16. When was that first registration held ? — I think it commenced in October 
1832 . 

0 - 4 ^- B 17. Who 



Mr. /. C. Besnard. 



7 February 1838 
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Mi. J. C. Bernard. 17. Wilo weTe the persons who presided at that registration? — Mr. Moody, 
“ " ' Mr. Willis, and Mr. Gahagan. 

7 February 1838. j Those gentlemen were of the bar r — They were. 

19. Did you attend throughout the whole of the registration? — I cannot say 
tliat I did ; 1 went from booth to booth ; it was rather difficult to manage it, 
because tliere were thi'ee booths going on at tlie same time, and freemen were 
called on in each of the booths ; I had a clerk in each booth, and I went from 
one to the other. 

20. But you were in attendance upon the registi-ation in one part or another 
during the whole of the business? — I do not say that I was there every moment 
of the day ; but I wiis there continually. 

21. How was the business of registration conducted ; did those gentlemen sit 
together, or did they sit in separate booths ? — ^When the registration commenced 
they sat together, in order to lay down certain principles upon which they should 
concur and all act upon. After the first day I think they then separated, and 
each gentleman took a poilion of the list of claimants and proceeded with it. 

22. In what way did they arrange the registration ? Did they divide the 
entire list of claimants to register in any particular way, and how ?— The Irish 
Act requires that the notices of parties intending to claim a right to register shall 
be classed alphabetically, that is, that the persons in all rights, and from all 
places, shall be arranged according to the first letter in their respective surnames. 
Then each barrister took a certain number of those initial letters, and proceeded 
wdth the persons wdiose names were in that portion of the list. 

23. Then the list that was made out of the claimants to register had not any 
reference to the respective rights in which they came to register, nor to the 
localities in which their qualifications were situated ? — None. 

24. But the arrangement of the list was merely with regard to the alpha- 
betical order of the names ? — Entirely. 

25. What was the number of persons who were claimants to register for the 
city of Cork ? — There were above 8,600. 

26. Then each of those gentlemen had between 2,000 and 3,000 to register? 
—In one letter alone there were above 1,000, in letter M. 

27. The borough of Cork, for the purposes of election, consists of the city of 
Cork proper, the suburbs, and the liberties ? — Y es ; it comprehends the county of 
the city of Cork. Under the Boundary Act, the city of Cork is made co-extensive 
with the county of the city of Cork, and it contains, first, the city, that portion 
on which continuous buildings are ; it then contains the suburbs, which is a 
certain portion of land outside the city, which, for local taxation, has been 
defined the suburbs. I think I may be better able to explain this by means of 
a map of the county of the city, which 1 have here {producing the same). The 
city is that part marked dark in the centi*e. 

28. Chairman.'] What is that enclosed within the yellow lines ? — Those are 
the lines which include the suburbs. 

29. What is that within the exterior red lines ? — The whole city ; according 
to the Boundary Act, the whole of what is in the map is in the city of Cork. 

30. Mr. Serjeant JacJcson.] Then the city of Cork, properly so called, is the 
dark part, the suburbs are those included within the yellow line, and the residue 
of the space inclosed within that reddish line is the county of the city of Cork ? 
— Yes. 

31. In fact, the Boundary Act took as a limit what had been the limit of the 
county of the city of Cork ? — Just so. 

32. Can you inform the Committee what may be the extent of the area 
comprised within the county of the city ? — It is different at different places, but 
it varies from seven to between three and four miles ; in the northern direction it 
is seven miles, and at the Passage it is near seven miles; but there is a scale 
attached to the map by which the distance in every direction can be determined. 
This map is taken from the map which the Boundary Commissioners attached to 
their report. 

33. Are you able to state what number of acres there may be comprehended 
within that?— Yes; it has been surveyed; about 45,000 English acres. 

34. And the circle may be about 30 miles ? — About 30 miles. 

35. You have a denomination of land in Ireland called townlands? — Yes. 

36. Do you know what number of townlands there are? — I think there are 
about 160, of various sizes, from very small quantities to 1,500 acres. 

37- A 
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37. A towiiland is not a space of any given extent, but varies from very Ux.J. C.Besnard. 
small to very large? — Yes. 

38. The parties who are desirous to register, in whatever right, were bound to 7 February 1838. 
give a certain notice under the Reform Act? — Yes. 

39. Were notices given accordingly? — Notices were given to the number 
I have mentioned ; of above 8 , 600 . 

40. Were you the person that made out the list?— Not at all; that was the 
duty of the clerk of the peace, Mr. John Colburne. 

41 . How long before the actual business of registration was that list published ? 

— Ten days. 

42. Do you think that it was possible to investigate that list of 8,600 claimants 
to register, so that any person could know whether they were persons entitled to 
register or not, in the space of 1 0 days ? — I did not make any endeavour to do so, 
because I did not busy myself about it ; but I am sure it was perfectly impos- 
sible, because the names followed each other according to the initial letter; and 
in order to ascertain whether any individual was in the list, one might have to go 
through the whole number of names in that letter, of 1,000, for instance ; and if 
you wanted to make out a district list to ascertain how many persons were in any 
parish, or in any townland, you should go through every name in every list of 
every letter ; so that I think it would be perfectly impossible to ascertain them, 
to class them, and make any investigation of their rights. 

43. Sir Robert FergtLson.l specify in what right the free- 

holder claimed, and the townland out of which he claimed, so that by going 
over the list of townlands, you might find out what his right was ? — The town- 
lands were not specified. 

44. Were they not in a separate list? — Not at all. The names went on. Such 
a one, of such a street, in the City of Cork, freeman ; such a man, in such a 
place, calling it by the name of the townland ; but very often they gave not the 
name of the townlands on which they resided, but the fanciful name that any 
gentleman chose to give his own place, without specif3dng the townland at all. 

45. Mr. Beainish 7 \ Did he not add the ploughland or townland? — By no 
means. Generallj^ whenever a townland was given, it was given as the resi- 
dence. There was no arrangement whereby the townland was necessarily dis- 
tinguished. 

46. Chairman.'] Does not the Act of Parliament say that each claimant to 
vote shall, in the notice, state his name and residence, the right in respect of 
which he means to appear, and the nature of the qualification relied upon by 
him as entitling , him to register? — Yes, that is all; and he might say a 
house and land, choosing a townland of 1,500 acres; or he might say that it is 
Kitt’s Borough, or any name he chose to give it himself. 

47. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Then you are understood to say, that the names 
of the freemen and freeholders and householders were promiscuously in the list, 
not separating the one from the other, but following without order or arrange- 
ment, so tliat it was impossible for any person to go through the entire of them, 
and classify them, and investigate the rights and claims, and the sufficiency 
of their right, within the 10 days? — I conceive it would be perfectly impossible 
over such a district as that. 

48. Mr. Beamish.] Was there any effort made to ascertain those rights? — 

I am sure there was not by me ; but 1 saw numbers of persons there of both 
parties in attendance. 

49. Did you ever hear it alleged that there was any difficulty in ascertaining 
those rights ? — I heard it universally exclaimed against as matter of impossibility, 
from the confused manner in which the thing came on. 

50. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Were there professional gentlemen attending 
there, in different interests, to investigate the claims ? — There were. 

51. Do you mean to sa3^ that amongst them at the time you heard complaints 
made of the impossibility of doing the business ? — I did. 

52. Mr. Z,ucas.] Docs not it increase the difficulty of examination very much, 
that the claims are not classed according to the local situation, but simply by 
the initial letter of their names ? — Most undoubtedly. 

.53. Must not a person who wished to give evidence as to his neighbours 
attend on various days, and, attending on those various days, be quite uncertain 
when the cases of his neighbours may come on ? — Yes ; when I was present each 
barrister would call the names as they appeared on the list, calling at one time 

0.46. a 2 a person. 
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Mr. J. C. Besnard. 



7 February 1838. 
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a person who was in the city of Cork ; perhaps the next, a man that lived seven 
miles off; the next to the north, and another to the east, or the south, quite acci- 
dentally, according to the order in which their names were entered in the. list. 

54. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.'] Does not the Irish Refonn Act in this respect 
differ from the English, that if a person be once registered under the Irish law, 
he remains upon the list for eight years ?— He docs, according to the Irish Act. 

55. There is no annual revision? — There is no annual revision ; there is no 
revision at all, not even to strike off the names of dead persons. The name ol a 
man once put there, continues for eight years, though he should have lost his 
franchise by removal, or though he should have died ; and he re-registers as often 
as he pleases ; I suppose there are some names that appear four or five times. 

56. Chairman^ What check is there under the Relorm Act against a person 
voting that has lost his franchise subsequent to his registry ? — 1 think there is a 
penalty upon a person that votes without a right; there is a power in the At- 
torney-general to prosecute for 100 1 . penalty. I do not know any other check, 
because if a person goes to the election and is ready to swear that he retains his 
franchise, the assessor refuses to investigate the case. 

57. Sir Robert Ferguson.] May not they call upon him in the booth to swear 
that he is possessed of the franchise ? — Yes. 

58. May he nob be prosecuted for perjury if he swears falsely ? — Undoubtedly; 
if you have in the booth a person that knows the man, and is ready at the mo- 
ment of his giving his vote. 

59. Mr. Lefroy?[ The Act does not prescribe any proceeding by which he 
shall be removed from the register ? — No, none. 

60. Any man that chooses to come forward and perjure himself may do so 
He may, subject to being indicted, if there should be arrangements made for 

tlie purpose. . -l i • i. 

61. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ You have said that there is no^ process by which 
the name of a man who is dead can be removed from the register ? — No ; there 
are numbers of dead men’s names upon the list now. 

62. Is there any process by which a person who has parted witli his qualifica- 
tion can be removed ? — No. 

63. Is it the habit for some persons to register more than once ? — In the very 

first registration I saw persons register in three different rights, as householders, 
freeholders, and leaseholder. _ . . , 

64. Mr. Lefroy^ Does not that give a great opening to personation r — It 
renders it difficult to have any investigation. 

65. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Does it happen, in such an extensive district as 
the county of the city of Cork, that there are several persons of the same name ? . 
— A great many, particularly in the country part. 

66. Does it happen even that there are persons of the same name that b^ong 

to the same townland ? — There are some instances. ^ 

67. Does that still further render difficult and embarrass the process of ascer- 
taining the genuineness of the qualification of the individual? — I should think 
it must be so. 

68. Have you any idea to what number the list of persons upon the register 
may now extend ; how many thousands ? — Though the number of claimants was 
8 , 600 , the number of registered persons did not amount to anything like that. 

69. How many did they amount to? — It was between 4,000 and 5 , 000 ; but 
I shall be able to state the number accurately upon a future day. 

70. You have stated the circumstances which rendered it exceedingly difficult, 
within the prescribed limit of 10 days, to investigate the rights, and the validity 
of the rights, in which the claimants to register did claim r — I think it was not 
only difficult, but absolutely impossible. 

71. Was it not extremely difficult also, by reason of the arrangement made^ 
of dividing the whole list of 8,600 into three parts, and having the process of 
registration going on in three separate places at the same time, to check in every 
booth the parties who came forward to present themselves for registration? — 
No doubt it was ; because the parties on each side (I sjieak now without refer- 
ence to the party, but let it be on one side or the other), if they wanted to 
check the opposite side, should have had in every booth persons from every 
parish of the city, and every district of the liberties ; because people of every 
parish and every district were called on in each booth ; people from every 
parish within the city of Cork, and from every townland within the limits 
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of the county of the city of Cork, were liable to be called on in every booth ; 
called on at the same time in each booth. 

72. That, results from the alphabetical arrangement, and not having had 
regard to the locality in making the list ? — Y es. 

73. Mr. O’Connell.'] And that is an evil which exists everywhere? — Every- 
where. 

74. It is not peculiar to Cork? — Not at all. 

75. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ Were there professional men in each of the booths • 
representing the different parties who might be supposed to be interested? — 
There were. 

76. Were there persons brought in by the respective parties for the purpose of 
identifying and examining into the claims of the parties presenting themselves? 
— I saw some witnesses brought there occasionally. 

77. For example, persons that had been employed to go out and value pre- 
mises? — Yes; I saw some persons tender evidence, but I did not attend to that; 

I did not take any notice whatever of what passed with reference to the objec- 
tions made, or the points raised, or anything of that kind. I attended only as the 
town -clerk, and for the pui'pose of doing my own business. 

78. It was no part of your duty, nor did you interfere with it? — Not at all. 

79. Still, however, you did go from one of those booths to another, in the dis- 
charge of your duty ? — I did. 

80. And you, o? course, saw what was taking place in those different booths ? 
—Yes. 

81. How long did the first registration continue ? — I think it commenced in 
October. It lasted a considerable time. The printed list will tell it in a moment. 

8-2. Mr. Curry^ Did the barristers, Mr. Moody and Mr. Willes, and Mr. 
Gahagan, register for the county of Cork as w’ell as for the county of the city of 
Cork ? — I do not know. 

83. Mr. O’Connell^ Do not you recollect that there was another barrister at 
Youghall and at Mallow ? — There w'as, but I do not know" anything about the 
registration of the county. 

84. Mr. Beamish!] They did not register any for the county at that period? — 
No ; my recollection is, that they did not register any for the county. 

85. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Have the lists been made out in the same way for 
the subsequent registrations that have taken place since that general register 
under the Reform Bill ? — Yes, they have. 

86. The first registration for the county of the city of Cork took place in the 
city? — It did. 

87. And the subsequent registrations have taken place in the different towns 
of the county ? — Sometimes in the city ; once a year. The sessions, till recently, 
lias been held but once a year in the city ; then persons were at liberty to register 
for the city there, and they were also at liberty to register whenever the assistant 
barrister of the county sat within the East Riding. That in Middleton, 
Mallow, Fermoy, or Kanturk. 

88. Mr. O’ Connell.] How many registry sessions are there now for the city 
of Cork in the city ? — I know' they are increased, but I do not know' how many ; 

I know it is increased to two, but whether it is increased to three or not I do not 
know. 

89. You have known, how'ever, that persons have had to go from Cork to 
Kanturk to register for the city ? — I know they have. 

t)o. That is about 30 miles? — About 30 miles. 

9:. They have been put to that inconvenience? — They have. 

92. And if any person wishes to register as soon as possible, so as to advance 
the date of hi^ right to vote, he may still have to go to Kanturk ? — He may ; as 
it w'as before, if he did not wait till September he could not register at Cork ; it 
was only at Michaelmas that he could register at Cork. 

93. Chairman.] Has the city of Cork any sessions of its own ? — It has a ses- 
sions once a week ; the recorder sits there, and it is the assistant barrister for the 
county that has the power to register voters. 

94. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] You have sessions in the city of Cork for the pur- 
pose of trying criminal and civil causes? — Yes. 

95. Chairman.] But you have no assistant barrister for the county of the 
city there ? — No ; but we have a recorder there. 

0.46. B 3 96- Does 
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Vn. J. C. Be$nard. 96. Does the hamster for the county at large register in the city? — He 
registers in the city when the county sessions happen to be held in the city. 

7 Febuiiiry 1838. But the registration can be made in any of those places in the East 

Riding ? — Yes, by the Reform Act. 

98. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.'] By the Reform Bill the first registration was to 
take place in the city of Cork, for the whole county of the city, and by the same 
Act the subsequent registrations were to take place in the sessions towns in the 
East Riding of the county? — Yes. 

99. Mr. O'Connell.] You have a recorder’s court of civil as well as criminal 
jurisdiction in the city of Cork ? — We have. 

100. And the office of recorder has been filled by very competent persons 
there ? — It has, indeed. 

101. One of the most eminent gentlemen of the Irish bar acted as recorder 
for many years? — Yes. 

102. You have jurisdiction to any extent in that court, have not you? — Yes, 
the civil jurisdiction is to any extent ; as to the criminal, it has been said that 
the charter gives power to any extent, but no capital case has ever been tried 
there. 

103. There is no instance of capital jurisdiction being exercised there, but 
minor felonies and transportable offences are tried there ? — Yes, every week. 

104. Would you say that upon the whole it is a court that has given general 
satisfaction r — I am sure it has. 

105. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] The present recorder is a gentleman of standing 
and great respectability, Mr. Robert Bennett? — ^Yes, he is deputy recorder; he 
is the acting man. 

106. The present registrar is Mr. William Waggett? — Yes. 

107. He, unfor-tunately, is in an ill state of health? — Yes. 

10k And Mr. Robert Bennett has acted as his deputy? — Yes. 

109. Mr. O'Connell^ Is it not the fact that no gentleman at the bar ever 
stood higher than Mr. Waggett ? — No doubt of that. 

no. Mr. Serjeant /acfoon.] It is a court still very well thought of by the 
citizens of Cork ? — Very well indeed. 

111. Mr. O’Connell.'' Would it not save the citizens of Cork a great deal of 
trouble, and facilitate the registry, if it was permitted to be done in the Re- 
corder’s Court ? — I should think it would ; and in the first Bill brought in for the 
Irish Reform Act it was so printed, and I do not know why it was afterwards 
altered. 

1 1 2. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Does not the circumstance*of its being competent 
to any person that desires to register to give his notice to register for the city of 
Cork at the quarter sessions to be held at Kanturk, 30 miles off, facilitate very 
much the object of persons that wish to register without having a proper qualifi- 
cation ? — It must make it difficult to check it, of course, because if there is to be 
any evidence required to resist it, the witness must be taken there ; at the same 
time it is a great hardship upon a man that wants to advance his claim to be 
obliged either to wait till September or else to go there. 

113. It would be necessary to take witnesses from the very heart of the city 
of Cork to Kanturk to investigate the qualification of the claimant? — In a con 
tested case. 

1 14. That would add considerably to the expense and difficulty? — Yes. 

115. Mr. O’Connell.] Both in establishing the right and in checking it? — 
Yes. 

1 16. Do not you think that it is totally unnecessaiy where you have such a 
court as you have, to give the citizens of Cork the trouble of going those dis- 
tances ? — I have always thought so, and still think so. 

117. Is not that an opinion that prevails pretty universally in Cork ? — I find 
the present svstem complained of very much by everybody. 

118. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] You have stated that under the present system a 
party once registered remains on the register for eight years? — Yes, he must be 
re-registered within eight years. 

119. There is under the Irish Reform Bill an appeal in favour of the party 
whose claim is rejected ? — Yes. 

120. Is there any corresponding appeal under the Irish Act against the impro- 
per admission of a person not qualified ? — No. 

121. Jjo that besides not having an opportunity of checking and adjusting the 

register 
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register annually, as they liave in England, you are without any appeal against Mr. J. C. Besnnrd. 
improper admissions ?— There is no appeal by the Irish Act. _ 7 

122. Does not that tend to place upon the register a considerably increased 7 February 1838. 
number of bad votes ? — I am sure that there are many persons who, in the hurry 

of the first registration at least, had their names placed upon it that would be 
likely to be displaced if there was an appeal. 

123. Mr. Beamish.'] Do you know that of your own knowledge, or is it only 
surmise ? — I cannot say that I could make out a list of such persons. 

124. Mr. O’Connell'] Could you name any one from your recollection? — 

I would not assert that I could, because I did not ascertain the value of any 

man’s concerns. * 

125. Mr. Beamish.] Then, in short, from your own knowledge you do not 
know anything? — No, I could not undertake to say that I did. 

126. Mr. Serjeant /acA:so?j.] Do not you know that there are persons upon 
the register now as 10 if. householders whose premises have turned out not to be 
worth 10/. ? — I cannot say that I know that, because ]. did not value any man’s 
concerns. 

127. Are there any persons upon the register at present as 10 /. householders, 
who have been absolved from city taxation by reason of their premises being re- 
presented by themselves not to be of the value of 5 1 . ? — I know this circum- 
stance, that a number of persons’ names appeared in the register of 1832 , who 
were not found in the city valuation books. The local Act of Parliament re- 
quires that every person holding a house above the value of 5 /. shall be taxed. 

Perhaps it would explain the nature of my knowledge for me to state the way 
in which I have made any inquiry about it. I did not interfere in the registra - 
tion at the commencement. About 1833 it was announced, as a Government 
measure, that the corporation was to be changed, and it was understood gene- 
rally that those persons who were registered voters for the places in wliich tliere 
were coi-porations, should be the burgesses. I thought it was my duty, being 
town-clerk, to ascertain who those persons were, and that was the way in which 
I came to make any inquiry about it. I then looked after the names, and I found 
that there had Ijeen a number of persons’ names on the list who had not, at tiie 
time of the registration, been contained in the city books as worth 5 /. At the 
assizes which took place in November 1832 , whilst the registration was going 
on, the grand jury directed a new valuation of the concerns that had not been 
valued, in consequence of names appearing as 10 /. householders, without having 
been set down as 5 1 . householders. I then got a list of the registration, and 
of the new valuation, and I found that , still a great number of persons, under 
the new valuation which had taken place in January 1833 , were passed over 
as not worth 5 1 ., who had been registered as 10 /. householders in October 1832 ; 
and I also found that there were a nitmber of persons who had been valued in 
January 1833 as 5 /. householders, who had appealed to the grand jury in March 
1833 , and their appeals allowed ; and they were struck off, their concerns not 
being considered worth 5 I ; but they were persons who had been registered in 
October or November before as 10 /. householders. 

128. Mr. Lefroij.] Was that new valuation upon oath? — Yes; it was taken 
by sworn valuators. 

129. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] How is the city taxation regulated; is it by the 
grand jury ? — The grand jury present the amount to be raised. It is raised in 
these proportions : the city and suburbs pay two-thirds of the sum to be raised 
the liberties pay one-third ; all houses and other buildings which are particularly 
described, being within the suburbs, and which houses are of the value of 5 /. 
are chargeable. No dwelling-house under the value of 5 1 . is chargeable. 

130. All houses above the value of 5 1 . are liable to be taxed? — Yes. 

131. Mr. Serjeant Ball] Is that valuation forthcoming? — Yes, from the 
treasurer ; the treasurer keeps it. 

132. Who is the treasurer? — Mr. James Lane. 

133. Under what authority is the money levied? — Under a local Act of 
Parliament, the 53 d Geo. 3 , c. Ill, and amended by the 55 th Geo. 3 . 

134. Mr. Curryi] Is the taxation under that Act?— Yes; the assessment and 
everything; all the proceedings. 

135. Chairman.] How are the premises situated outside the line separating 
the suburbs of the city of Cork from the liberties taxed ? — By the acre. 

0.46. n 4 ’ 3 ^- Sir 
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yir. J.C. Besnard. 136. Sir Robert Ferguson^ Is that an equal acreable tax, or does it vary 

according to the value ? — The value of each ploughland is ^certained, and the 

7 February 1838. average value of that ploughland is charged upon it. A survey was made, and 
a valuation of the ground within each ploughland was ascertained, and its total 
value then taken. When the whole comes-to be charged, each ploughland pays 
in proportion to the total amount of that ploughland. It is complained of very 
justly, that it is unequally distj'ibuted within the ploughland itself. 

137. How is it distributed within the plougliland itself? — The tax there is 
according to the quantity of land a man takes ; so that a person having good 
ground within it pays no more than a person haAdng indifferent land within it. 

138. Under what law is that? — That is under the same local Act. 

139. Mr. O'ConnelH] Are they not liable to the same law as the counties in 
general are with respect to what are called register acres ?^No. 

140. Mr. Bemnish.'] Is it not the practice that there are many ploughlands in 
Cork having -within them 300 acres more than others, yet absolutely paying 
less, by reason of the mode of assessment ? — I do not know that. A large 
ploughland may pay less than a small one, because the ground may be of less 
value ; but I am not aware of any other inequality. 

1 41 . Sir Robert Ferguson.'] Does that local Act supersede the directions of the 
last Grand Jury Act relative to the applotting the assessment? — Thei-e are 
different opinions upon that ; some legal men say that the Grand Jury Act has 
superseded the local one, and others maintain that the local Act maintains its 
power. 

142. But, practically, you follow the local Act? — I believe the local Act is 
partially adopted, and the general Act is partially adopted ; they seem to me to 
be in gi'eat confusion about it. 

343. Mr. O'Connell.] Can the treasurer state that exactly ? — He can, I think. 

144. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] You have stated that the grand jury presents 
a general sum for local purposes ; is that applotted by any particular officer ? — 
The treasurer has got a set of books called copies of the valuation books ; I speak 
now of the proceeding before the recent Grand Jury Act. The treasurer took 
the sum that was to be collected within the city and suburbs of Cork ; he ascer- 
tained the total amount of value by the valuation books ; he saw that it was so 
much in the pound upon the whole ; then he added to each man’s name that was 
to be taxed the precise sum that that man was to pay. The valuation books 
contain the name of everybody, and the premises he holds ; that is, within the 
city and suburbs ; thenj for the outer part, there are printed copies of the list of 
townlands, with the number of acres attached to each ploughland, and the value 
set upon each to-svnland ; some ploughlands may be 3 1 . an acre, others 2 1 .,' 
others 1 1 . ; then the collectors levy it according to the quantity of the land, and 
the value of the ploughland. 

1 45. Does not the treasurer first applot to each ? — Not in the liberties. 

146. Does the treasurer issue any wai-rant to authorize the collection? — He 
does. 

147. Sir Robert Fe?'guso)i.] Are houses valued in the liberties? — In the 
liberties the houses are excluded. 

148. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Within the city and the suburbs the taxation is 
upon houses ; upon the district that is called tlie liberties, the taxation is by 
ploughlands? — The taxation is by the value of the land; and the valuators 
were expressly excluded from valuing buildings or valuing improvements, which 
is a very unjust operation, I. think. 

149. When had the last valuation been made previous to the general registra- 
tion, under tlie Reform Bill ? — In 1828 . 

150. Mr. Beamish,] That valuation was for the city and the suburbs, and it 
did not extend to the liberties ? — It was for the city and suburbs. 

1,51. Mr. O’Connell^ That will appear by the valuation itself? — Of course it 
will. 

152. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] You stated that another valuation took place 
immediately after the registration in 1832 ?— Immediately after the registration, 
by order of the grand jury. That was of the city and suburbs, not of the 
liberties. 

3.53. A valuation upon oath? — Yes. 

■ ^ 54 - order of the gvand jury, in consequence of their seeing persons 
upon the register as 10^. householders, who were not taxed.?— So 1 understand- 

155. 
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1 55. Did you ever fill any office connected -with the grand jury ? — No. Mr. /. C. Besnard. 

156. Mr. Beamish.'] You have stated, that by order of the grand jury that 

valuation was made, in consequence of parties appearing upon the register 7 

whose names were not in the valuation. Was that the reason assigned by the 
grand jury ? — 'So I understood ; and it seemed very likely, because it followed 
so immediately after. 

157. Mr. Serjeant Jac/dson.] Suppose that premises that had once been valued 
as of the value of 5 /. and upwards should be divided afterwards and let out 
into apartments to poor persons, do they become exempt? — There is a clause in 
the Act of Parliament exempting houses let out in tenements to poor persons. 

158. And although those tenements may have been valued at one time, and 
taxed in consequence of the valuation being over 5 I, the taxing ceases as soon 
as it is ascertained to the satisfaction of the grand jury that they have been 
partitioned out and let to poor persons ?— Yes ; after each assizes, and before the 
treasurer issues his warrant, tlie parish constables and the churchwardens go 
through each parish, and they ascertain what houses are so circumstanced, what 
houses are let out in tenements to poor persons, or what houses or premises are 
waste, and they make a return to the treasurer before he issues his warrant, and 
he omits to attach any portion of the tax to those concerns. 

159. Those that appear on the one hand as let out to poor tenants, and those 
that appear on the other as waste'and unoccupied, are exempted from the list? 

— Yes; then there is another mode by which exemption is produced: there is 
a clause in the Act which refers to the possibility of concerns becoming waste 
after the warrant shall have been issued, but before the collector could get in 
the amount of money ordered to be levied by the warrants ; the collectors are 
empowered at the next assizes to make a list of those persons from whom they 
cannot collect the money in consequence of those circumstances, and the grand 
jury then, if they think fit to allow that list, make a presentment for the amount 
to be levied ofl‘ the general body of rate-payers, to make good that deficiency. 

1 60. At the ensuing assizes, then, the grand jury present again, so as to make 
up the amount deficient by reason of those insolvencies and defalcations arising 
in that way? — Yes. 

161. Mr. Bea 7 nish.] That is not the case as regards the liberties r — No; there 
is nothing in the local Act of Parliament which authorizes it in the liberties 
at all. 

162. Mr. Serjeant Jachson.] According to the Reform Act, persons that come 
forward to register are required to have paid their rates and municipal taxes, 
except half a year ? — There is a difference between coming to register and coming 
to vote. I think tlie Refonn Act runs, that they shall have paid all taxes which 
shall have become due, except one half year. 

163. Is not the provision of the 7 th section of the Reform Act as follows: 

“ Provided ahvays, that no such occupier shall be admitted to be registered 
under this Act unless he shall have occupied such premises as aforesaid for six 
calendar months next previous to the time of registry, nor unless such occupier 
shall have paid or discharged all such grand jury and municipal cesses, rates, 
and taxes, if any, as shall have become legally due and payable by him in 
respect of such premises, over and above and except one half year’s amount of 
such cesses, rates, and taxes aforesaid”? — Yes. ? 

1 64. And that is the law under which you have been acting ? — Yes. 

1 65. Is not this the form of the oath with reference to the payment of rates : 

“ I sw^ar that not more than one half year’s grand jury or municipal cesses, 
rates, or taxes, are now due or payable by me in respect to the said premises, or 
any part thereof” ? — Yes, that is the form of oath administered at elections. 

166. Mr. Cur/y.] He swears that he has paid all his taxes ? — No. The oath 
is not that he has paid them, but that they are not due or owing by liim. I know, 
in practice, that some of those whose taxes have l^een remitted by the grand jury, 
and paid by the public, still swear that they do not owe them, because they 
have been paid for them. 

167. Mr. Serjeant Jac/esun.] Then the provision of that 7 th section is frus- 
trated by reason of the form of the oath, which only speaks of the taxes not 
being due ? — I know that persons -whose taxes have been remitted by the grand 
jury come and swear that they do not owe them ; that they are not due by 
them. ■ 

168. Mr. Lefroy.] So far as it is the object oi the Reform Act to make the 

0.46. c payment 
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payment of taxes a test of solvency, that object is frustrated by the form of the 
oath ? — That is its operation which I have stated. 

169. Mr. Serjeant /ac/eson.] A person who has been exempted from local 
taxation in Cork, by reason of his premises being not of the value of 5 L, and 
so has his taxation remitted upon that gTound, may nevertheless take the oatli 
which is prescribed, because he does not owe them ? — He never owed them, 
because he was never charged with tliem. 

170. Mr. Curr^J] A person coming into possession six months before the 
time of registry would not owe any ; so that the oath must be in that form, in 
order to protect a person in that situation, because, of course, he could not swear 
that he had paid taxes and rates ? — Yes. 

171. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.'] Suppose a person is in the list made out by the 
sworn valuators as possessing a tenement above the value of 5 L, and for that 
reason is liable to taxation, but afterwards he alleges that the premises are 
deteriorated in value, and in consequence of that is excused from taxation, and 
a presentment made to make good that deficiency, that person would be able to 
take that oath, because he did not owe the municipal rates and taxes, but they 
were paid for him ? — Y es, and several do. 

172. And he would be able then to register, and to exercise the elective fran- 
chise, though in truth he not only had not paid himself, but he was not liable 
to pay ? — That is the fact. 

173. And you know that in point of fact that has occurred ? — Yes. 

1 74. Has that occurred in more cases than one ? — It has, though I could not 
undertake to make out a general list. 

175. Mr. Beamish.] Do you know any cases of it? — I know there are cases ; 
I can give the names of some ; I ascertained it by reference to the treasurer’s 
book when I was making the inquiry which I have mentioned. The treasurer 
will be able to point out to the Committee the names of the persons who have 
registered and do not appear to be taxed as 5 I. householders. The treasurer 
will also be able to point out to you persons who, tliough they have been valued, 
have been exempted upon the returns of the constables and churchwardens ; but 
the treasurer cannot tell the Committee, as I understand from him, the names of 
those persons whom the gi*and jury afterwards exempted. 

176. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Who can tell that? — Tlie lists which are in the 
office of the clerk of the Ci’own. 

177. Mr. Serjeant Ball^ Can he tell the names of the persons that took the 
oath, notwithstanding they were exonerated from taxes ? — No, he cannot tell 
that ; the clerk of the peace can tell that. 

178. You cannot tell that either? — That is not a part of my duty at all; but 
tlie clerk of the peace can tell, for every man in Ireland, in order to be registered, 
must make an affidavit, which is kept by the clerk of tlie peace. 

179. What you have stated as to this practice having prevailed, you state only 
upon conjecture? — Not upon conjecture; but I understood the object of the ques- 
tion to be, to show what opportunities there are of evading the law. 

180. Then you only intended to state what might might occur, not wdiat actu- 
ally did occur ? — I state what actually did occur. 

181. Were you present when those persons took the oath? — No, but I have 
seen their affidavits ; but I am not in such a state that I could attend as a wit- 
ness to prosecute for perjury. 

182. Mr. Curry.] With respect to the valuations that have been made for the 
purpose of laying on local assessments and local rates, is it not within your know- 
ledge that houses have been valued by those valuators under their value, rather 
than over? — I am sure they have; I am sure they never valued them to the full 
extent. 

1 83. Each person when he registers, under the law in Ireland, obtains from 
the barrister a certificate of his registry ? — He does. 

1 84. When he comes to vote he produces that document as his voucher to 
tlie returning officer % — He does. 

185. Mr. O’Connell] He mayor he may not? — It sometimes happens that 
the parties know the man so well, that they do not ask him to produce that cer- 
tificate ; but generally speaking, they produce it, and indeed I think the assessor 
requires it always ; I know I gave in a certificate, though I thought I was pretty 
well known. 

186. Are 
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1 86. Are there a number of the voters of the city of Cork that are freeman ? — Mr. /. C. Bernard. 
There are. T 7 T „ 

187. Are there many of a very poor class amongst them ? — There are. 7 February i 83 «* 

188. Mr. Serjeant Are there many very poor persons among the 

country voters that come in from the liberties? — Yes, and amongst the city 
ones too. 1 

189. Are there not some that are even illiterate that come in from the liber- 
ties ? — Yes ; I know that many attached marks to their names, and some were 
unable to speak English ; they were obliged to have an interpreter. 

190. Mr. O'Connell.'] Within how many miles of the city of Cork? — The 
extreme limit is seven miles ; some of it is as much a country- district as the most 
distant part of the county. 

igi. Is it not principally in the line towards Kinsale that there are a good 
many Irish ? — I do not know in what part. 

192. Mr. Serjeant /ac^son.] Can you state in round numbers what number 
of those country constituents are marksmen ? — I ascertained it ; but there is a 
return before the Committee from the clerk of the peace, in round numbers : I 
believe between 600 and 700 who have signed with a mark. 

193. Is that the case with those freemen who have been described as being- 
poor ? — I do not think there are any freemen amongst them ; I will not under- 
take to say whether there are or not, but I am sure a very limited number, if any. 

194. But you do know from GOO to 700 of the other class? — I saw documents 
of that number. 

195. You saw the documents subscribed with a mark instead of the name? 

—Yes. 

196. Mr. Beamish^] As to the freemen you do not know? — I am sure that 
they almost all sign their name. 

197. Mr. Serjeant Jac/eson.] You have stated, that on coming to vote the 
party produces a certificate, and he may be called upon to swear that he has paid 
all his rates and municipal taxes? — If he is a householder he swears that nothing 
is due by him. 

198. He takes an oath when he comes to poll similar to the oath w-hich he 
takes upon the registry? — Yes, to the same effect. 

199. Are not the two oaths substantially the same, as to the important words 
“ due or payable by me” ? — Yes. 

200. Then the oath which they take, if required, at the time of polling, is sus- 
ceptible of the same evasion or frustration that the oath at the registration is ? — If 
you call it an evasion. 

201. Is not the effect of it to let in persons to vote who may not have paid, or 
are unable to pay, the amount of the taxes ? — The effect of it is, that per- 
sons take the oath wlrose taxes have been presented and raised off the rest of the 
community by reason of their having been excused upon the ground of inability. 

202. Upon the ground of either real inability or inability which they have re- 
presented ? — The pi*inciple adopted by the grand jury is, that they were unable. 

203. Are you aware what means the grand jury take when a memorial comes 
in for exemption to ascertain whether it is well founded. In the first place, 
suppose there is an appeal by a pai-ty who says I am improperly rated ? — The 
grand jury call for evidence ; they hear the parties themselves. 

204. Do thej'^ hear witnesses?— They do. 

205. Do they employ any officers of the grand jury to go and examine? — I 
do not believe they do ; the grand jury exercise their own judgment upon it. 

206. Suppose after the assizes there is an appeal, what is the coifrse then ^ 
taken ? — Then the returns are made upon oath by the churchwardens and the 
parish constables. 

207. That is the document upon which the grand jury act when a further 
presentment is made to make good the deficiency? — les. 

208. Does that occ\u- to any considerable extent in the city of Cork? — At • 

every assizes there are some hundreds of pounds. In the last assizes there were 
between 300 and 400 . I do not mean to say that all that were excused are 
registered voters. Some are females ; and there may be some of them that ai*e 
excused on the ground of the premises not being occupied. 

209. Did you, upon any occasion, compare a list of persons registered as occu- 
piers of 10 L value and upwards with a return made by the valuators of the 
persons liable to rates? — No, I cannot say that I did. The way I ascertained it 

0.46, ' c 2 was- 
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IVfr. J. c. Bernard. W&S this : when I wanted to ascertain what description of persons they were upon 

— the register, I applied to a gentleman who is since dead, a Mr. Davis, who was 

7 February 5838. secretary to the valuators both in 1828 and 1832 , and he made out a list for me : 
but the treasurer can give the best information upon it. 

210. The Mr. Davis who made out those lists is dead? — He is. 

211. Does the local Act afford an appeal in such cases r — It does to the grand 

jwry 

212. When an appeal takes place, is it tried before the judge ? — No, the. grand 
jury determine upon it ; the appeal is to the grand jury. 

213. Ckainna7i.^ What sort of appeal is permitted under the Act; may a 
party appeal against an unequal rate, or may he only appeal in relief of himself? 
— If he is taxed too highly he appeals against it. 

214. May he only say that he is taxed too highly, or may he say that he is 
taxed more highly than his neighbour; that is, may he appeal for partiality as 
well as for overcharge upon himself? — He may appeal in either case. 

215. Mr. O’ CoJi>7ell.'] May he appeal for an undercharge upon another per- 
son ? — I do not know that I ever heard of that. Tlie local Act of the 55 Geo. 3 , 
says, that “ the said valuators shall, after making sucli valuation or re-valuation, 
reduce the same to writing, distinguishing the valuation of each of the said 
paiishes by itself, and specifying the names of the reputed tenants or occupiers 
of the respective premises so valued, and shall return or deliver the same valua- 
tion to the treasurer of the county of the city of Cork, under their hands and 
seals, or the hands and seals of 1 0 of them at least ; and a copy of the valuation 
of each parish, attested by the treasurer, shall, witli all convenient speed after 
such valuation shall be returned or delivered to him as aforesaid, be transmitted 
by the said treasurer to the chureliwardens, or one of them, of each of the respec- 
tive parishes as aforesaid, of which transmissal public notice shall be given by 
the treasurer in some one or more of the Cork newspapers ; and in case any 
person or persons shall think himself, herself, or themselves aggrieved by such 
valuation, it shall be lawful for such person or persons, within 10 days after the 
delivery of such valuation to the said churchwardens, to deliver to the said trea- 
surer, in writing, the objection or cause of complaint which such person or persons 
shall have to or against such valuation ; and the said treasurer shall after the 
expiration of the said 10 days, whether any complaint or objection shall be made 
as aforesaid or not, summon the grand jury which shall have been empannclled 
and sworn at the assizes immediately preceding the time of making such return, 
or such of the said grand jury as shall be then residing within the county of the 
city of Cork, and shall lay before them the ’said -^^aluation ; and in case any 
complaint or objection shall have been made as aforesaid, the said treasurer 
shall submit every such complaint or objection to the gTand jury, and they are 
hereby einpowered and required to examine and inquire into the matter of 
every such complaint or objection, if necessary, upon the oath of the person or 
persons making the comjilaint or objection, or of such other person or persons as 
shall be produced or brought before the said grand jury to be examined as to 
such complaint ; and in case the said grand jury shall think any complaint or 
objection well founded, they are hereby empowered to correct and amend the 
said valuation as they shall think just ; and the said valuation, on being ap- 
proved and amended, if requisite, by the said grand jury, shall be considered 
conclusive, and shall be substituted in place of the valuation made under the 
authority of the said I’ecited Act.” 

216. Ckairmaji.'] Under that clause do you conceive that the grand jury has 
the power to correct it in any way they think proper, either by lowering in one 
instance or raising it in another ? — I think so. 

217. And you believe that, in practice, they have exercised that power? — 
i doubt whether, in practice, any appeal has been made, except for excessive 
value ; I have never heard of such an appeal. 

218. Mr. 0’Co7inelL] Then the decision is to be by the grand jury, not by the 
way of traverse ? — By the grand jury. 

219. Mr. Serjeant Jacksoit.'] You have stated that the circumstances to which 
you adverted in the early part of your examination tend to render it difficult 
to ascertain the validity of the qualification for the purposes of registry? — I am 
sure of it. 

220. Do you consider that those circumstances, or any of them, operate disad- 
vantageously to the interests of candidates at elections?— I think the candidates 

on 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




SELECT COMMITTEE ON FICTITIOUS VOTES, IRELAND, 13 

on both sides ought to be very glad to have the matter put upon a better foot- M r. J. C. Besm rd 
ing, for it seems to me to occasion great vexation and exp#se to them all 

221. In point of fact, as persons remain upon the registry fan’ upwards ot seven 

years must there not, in so large a constituency as that of tlie city of Cork, be 
a number of names of dead persons ?— Yes ; a great number of persons not qua- 
lified to vote; and the names of persons are repeated as often as they register; if a 
person quits a house and goes to another house, his name is repeated, and the 
old one stands. . 

222. They appear, then, in the general list of the constituency? — Y es. 

223. Then there must be a number of booths for the purposes of the election, 
proportionate to the number of names appearing upon the registry ? — Yes. 

224. The effect of that is to load the candidates with considerable additional 

expense^^d throw upon the candidates considerable addi- 

tional difficulty in discriminating those who ought to vote, and those who ought 
not? — I think so. . r 'i 

226. How many booths were there at the last election tor the city ot OorK. . 

Ten, I think. 

227. Mr. O’ 001171611 .] At the former election the voters were not run out 
when the time closed ? — I believe there was only one booth in which there were 
voters remaining unpolled. I do not think there were any unpolled at the last 
election. 

228. When was the last election ? — In August last. 

220. When was the one before that ? — In the beginning of 1835 . 

230. Mr. Serjeant Ball] Do you recollect what was the initial letter at that 
•one booth, where the voters were not all polled out ? — Letter M. 

251. Mr. Serjeant /acAscm.] Is not that letter, in Ireland, always the hillest 
letter ?— It is the fullest letter, certainly, in Cork. 

232. Mr. Serjeant Ball] Upon which side do you think that that grievance 

operated most in that case?— The Liberals, as they are called. Tiiey have the 
majority in the letter M, I am quite convinced. , , , • 

233. Mr. Beamish.] Is it not the fact, that in the city of Cork the, letter M is 
the letter in which the candidate finds the greatest difficulty in getting the men 
polled out in the number of days? — I never attended any election but those 
two. It is a sort of business I always avoided. 

234. Mr. Serjeant Ball] What number of persons may have remained uu- 
polled upon the last day ? — A very limited number, 1 believe. At the last elec- 
tion, I do not think that there were any unpolled. 

235. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] You have stated that the expense is very consi- 
derably increased to the candidates by that arrangement. The arrangement in 
the 10 booths is alphabetical? — The arrangement at the elections has just 
the same confusion introduced into it as at the registration, for want of 
parocliial or district classifications. The people come into the booths to vote 
just as they come before the barristers to register, entirely according to the 
'initial letter of the names. So that if a check be necessary, you must have m 
each booth people from each parish, and from each district, in order to identity 
tliat the mail that goes to vote is the man he professes to be, or it he has lost 
his franchise, to check it. 

2^6. Would you suggest, then, as a remedy for the evils of the present system 
of r^istration, that there should be, instead of the alphabetical arrangement, 
an arrangement dividing the candidates for registration parochially ?—lhe 
arrau'-'-enient I would suggest v^ould be, just the adoption of the English law. 

I was“astonished when I looked at the English law, and found how ours dittered 

fi’om it. T . 1 1 1 1 1 I 

237. Mr. Curry.] With a revision every year? — I think there should be a 
revision to strike off the names of dead men, and so forth ; and I think there 
should be parochial divisions. They are registered in England accoydnig to 
parochial divisions, and according to their classes. People of difterent rignts are 
put into dilfereiit lists ; when there are district lists, if you want to check a pei- 
son, or if you want to ciiock the list for a particular parish or district, you 
only to get one or two people that know that district or parish to attend whilst 
that registration is going on. But with us it is not so, because people from nortli 
and soutli, east and west, of an immense district, are brought in to register at the 
same moment. „ , , 

0,4c. C ,3 =38. Mr. 
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Mr- J. C. Besnard. 238. Mr. Seijeant Jackson.'] You would think it desirable to have, as in' 

England, a district division ?— Decidedly ; some district arrangement instead of 

7 February 1838. an alphabetical arrangement, which seems to me most absurd. 

239. Mr. Jefro^.] Might not you join botli? — Undoubtedly; as it is in 
England ; you have it first in districts, and then it is'made alphabetical. 

240. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] You would extend it to booths at elections as well 
as to registering ? — Undoubtedly- 

241. Mr. Serjeant Are you aware that at present, as the law stands, 

the letter cannot be divided? — Yes. 

242. And that has led to the inconvenience you spoke of with respect to the 
letter M ? — It made it necessary that the whole letter should be confined to one 
booth. 

243. Mr. Serjeant /uc/fSOK.] If you had alphabetical district lists it would be 
possible to divide the letters ? — Of course ; every letter would be divided, because 
there would be every name in one district. 

244. By adopting the combined district, and alphabetical arrangement, that 
would give an opportunity of dividing every letter, which cannot be done now 
without great confusion ? — Certainly. 

245. Mr. O’Connell.] Then you cannot have any doubt that the English 
method of voting is infinitely preferable to the Irish ? — No doubt in the world. 

246. Mr. Serjeant Jackson!] The English mode of registering? — The English 
mode of registering. 

247. You said that your remedy for the evils would be an assimilation of the 
Irish election law to the English ? — So far as relates to the registration and 
election. 

248. Do you mean to extend that not only to the particulars just adverted to, 
but likewise to an annual revision, for the purpose of purging the list of names 
of dead men, and so on? — It may be presumptuous of me to give an opinion on 
such a subject, but I think it would be severe when a person has gone through 
the ordeal of examination, and established his right to register, that he should 
be exposed to undergo the same process the next year. 

249. Mr. Serjeant Ball.] Then the only re'\dsion you would approve of, would 
be a revision in respect of events occurring since the registx’y ? — Yes, I think so. 

250. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] For such cases as the loss of the qualification by 
parting vdth it, or the party being dead, you would, at all events, have an 
annual adjustinent of the list? — Yes; I think that would be quite essential; 
otherwise the list is encumbered with such a number of persons that the real votes 
are lost in the mass. 

251. Mr. O’Connell] And there is a possibility of a man being dead in reality 
and alive at the election ? — Yes. 

252. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Would you likewise assimilate the law in Ire- 
land to that in England in regard to giving an appeal both ways, against 
improper admissions as well as improper rejections ? — I think it would be very 
judicious to do so ; at present there is no appeal against an admission, except to 
the House of Commons, and that is very expensive. 

253. Mr. M.J. O’Connell] Are you acquainted with the English law in 

. regard to the power of appeal from the decision of the registering barrister ? 

There is no appeal that I know of ; but I will state what there is in England 
which we have not in Ireland : in England the claimant’s name is furnisired by 
a public officer, _ in cities ; my attention has been chiefly to cities. The public 
officer returns his name ; if he is objected to, a written objection must be made 
to him_; that objection is brought before the registering barrister formally, and 
a decision is come to on that : then nothing is heard afterwards till you come to 
the House of Commons. With us every man gives in his owm name as lie 
pleases, and no written notice of objection is required, and no statement of 
what It IS. Anybody may start up in court, and make an objection for the first 
rime ; the party may be unprepared for it. There is that distinction between 
England and Ireland ; and I would think it a great advantage to adoiit the Eno-- 
lish course, and let the man be informed beforehand whether he is to be obiected 
to or not. 

254. Mr Serjeant /acfaoM.] Does it appear to you that there are any circum- 
stances in the state of Ireland that require this deviation from the Entrlish law? 
— 1 know of none. 

255- Or 
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Or that would render them at all desirable?— I know nothing in the Mr. J. C. Betitard. 

world to call for them. , , , , . , r m 

256 Do not you think that, on the other hand, the circumstance ol the name 
remaining a length of time upon the register in Ireland, would render it neces- 
sary that in Ireland we should have mote check upon the admission of persons 
than in England 1—1 should think that a man that had a right to vote, ought 
not to he objected to because he is to remain on eight years. 

257. But you would not diminish the checks in the case where the name 
being once upon the register is to remain on eight years 1 — No ; it would be 
even more important to have a fair constituency. 

258 Mr O’CormellJ Is your own opinion in favour of an increase of the 
franchise, or a diminution of it?— If the franchise was fairly carried into^ effect, 

I should be quite content ; if the franchise was what I think the Legislature 

intended it to be. , r ^ 

250 Is your own opinion in favour of an increase of the number oi voters, or 
a lessening of them ?— I would not have the least objection to see them increased, 
provided they were increased by a constituency such as I consider that the 

Legislature desu'ed. • t -u u • u 

260. Would you wish to increase by a new class of voters i — 1 should wish to 

know what sort of classes they were to be. If you will give me any particular 
class, I will state what my opinion would be. , , , 

261. To increase the classes you must lower the qualification r —1 would be 

against that. , . , ^ 

262. Mr. Seijeant /flcto.] Do you think that there is any class oi persons 

at present excluded from the elective franchise in Ireland whom it would be 
desirable to have admitted ? — I do not. « -.r c 

263. Mr. Serjeant Ball.] You speak of your own locality Yes, ot course. 

I have thought more of Cork than I have of any other place, and I know it 

264. Mr. Beamish.] It is your opinion generally; is not I’’ i ^ 

ground that opinion upon my knowing a description of people who at present 
possess the franchise, and to whom I think it is of no advantage to possess 
the franchise, but often a serious injury. . , r- 

265. Mr. Serjeant Ball.] The circumstance you mentioned, oi 600 or 700 
pereons being upon the register in Cork that could not write their names, must 
have weighed with you in forming your opinion ? — My general knowledge oi tlie 
persons ; we have a large number of persons called 40 s. freeholders. 

266. You do not apprehend that it is a common occurrence in Ireland, that 
there are 600 or 700 persons in a town that could not write their names r 

^ *2?7. Have you ever heard of anything amounting to that extent ?— I looked 
at the printed returns made to this Committee by some places, and 1 was 
surprised that there were so many in some places. 

268. But nothing like that ?— I do not think there are so many elsewhere ; but 
the constituency there is very large. 

260 Mr. Se'rjeant Jackson.] That probably would not be the case with 
respect to the constituency of Cork, if the limits of the district were less than the 
county of the city of Cork. Is it not the rural population who have been let in 
by extending the limits of the Parliamentary boundary, to whom that statement 
cliiefly applies ? — I believe that many are of that class, but I believe a great 
many belong to the city. ^ ^ 

270. Mr. Beamish.] Do you know how many?— I could not state how 

‘2J1. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Is it your opinion^ that there are many persons 
now enjoying the elective franchise to whom it is no advantage. am suie 

^ 272. Is it your opinion that the^ are a large number of persons that now have 
the franchise who do not possess intelligence, and are not in that condition ot litc 
to fit them to possess the franchise ? — That is my opinion. , j j r fi 

273. Then you do not think there ai*e any persons now excluded I™ the 
franchise wlio possess that intelligence and that property which would *iem 
for the enjoyment of it? — I think not. 

274. Mr. Seijeant Ball] Is it your opinion that the qualification should 

raised ? — I would not seek to raise it. „ 

0.46. C 4 
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Mr. C.Bvamrd. 275. But unless you raise it, would you not leave in the enjoyment of the 

franchise a class of persons who you think are not fit to enjoy it ? — If their right 

7 February 1838. properly investigated, I believe that many of those persons would be found 
not to possess the 1 0 Z. franchise. 

276. Do you mean that the 600 or 700 pemons who cannot write their names 
would, upon a proper investigation, be found not entitled to it? — I think a great 
many of them would. There are a class of 40 s. ft-eeholders in the city of Cork 
that exist only in counties of cities ; now, those are the class of persons of which 
there are a large number upon the list. 

277. Would you disfranchise them? — I think they ouglit to be disfranchised ; 
it is only temporary, no others can come in their places ; it is only a right re- 
served to individuals. But from my knowledge of their situations in life, and 
their general circumstances, I think they ought not to possess the franchise. 

278. And in that respect you would raise the qualification? — I would not 
raise the qualification. 

279. You would not allow it to stand at 40 s. ? — No, I would not. If they 
were 10/. householders, if the people had houses worth 10/. even with ground 
attached to it, they would be voters in that right, and I think that a man that 
calls himself a 40 s. freeholder, and yet whose house and ground is really not 
worth 10 /. altogether, ought not to be a 40 s. freeholder ; and, in fact, I do not 
think he is ; that the great body of the 40 s. freeholders, in my mind, have no 
pretension to the right at all : they really do not possess 40 s. in value over the 
rent. The reason I think so is, 1 know the mode in which they registered be- 
fore. They stand under peculiar circumstances as to their registration. Prior 
to the Reform Act, there was no investigation whatever ; a 40 s. freeholder 
coming and making a certain affidavit, was permitted to register without any- 
body questioning him at all ; his certificate of admission there was primd facie 
evidence, and almost all those persons registered in 1832 , in the bustle of the 
first registration, and had their names then placed upon it ; my own opinion is, 
that scarcely any of them really possessed 40 s. above the rent they pay. 

280. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.'] Then their certificates obtained under the old 
system, 'nqtq priim facie evidence of their right under the Reform Bill? — Yes. 

281. Mr. Serjeant Ball.] But liable to be rebutted? — No doubt. 

282. Mr. Seijeant 7 ac/cson.] Your remedy then for those improper or fictitious 
votes that are now upon flic register -would be, not to lower the rate of qualifica- 
tion, but to take precaution for making the qualification that the law prescribes- 
a hondfcle substantial qualification ? — Precisely so. 

283. Mr. Lucas^ From your general knowledge, are improper rejections or 
improper admissions most numerous at present? — I have not attended the regis- 
tration sessions with a view at all to ascertain this point ; but my own idea is, 
that it has been very carefully attended to since 1832 . But I Iiave not been 
above a moment together at any sessions since 1832 . 

284. Mr. O’Connell.] Who is the registering barrister ? — Mr.^jjartley. 

285. What are the recognized rights of freedom in the city of Cork? — The 
eldest born son of a freeman is entitled to be a freeman, and a person who has 
served a freeman for seven years. 

286. There is no right by marriage? — No. 

287. The right by marriage has been claimed, but never established? — Never 
within any modern time. 

288. How long have you been town-clerk ? — I have been town-clerk since 
1831 ; I have been solicitor to the corporation since 1821 . 

289. In your judgment, ought there to be any property qualification attached 
to either of those two rights of birth and servitude ? — I think that is a question 
which may be very well argued ; I doubt very much if it would not be judicious 
to have a property qualification in addition to the right. 

290. Is it your opinion that there ought to be? — As far as my own opinion 
goes, I think there ought to be. 

291. But, 4 n point of fact, there is not? — Certainly not. 

292. The corporation of Cork has been a great deal exclusive in religion and 
politics ? — It hf^ j that is to say, the great body of tliem. I do not include 
every individual of them. 

293. You have admitted Roman-catholics to the freedom of Cork? — Yes; 

I desired a list to be made out before I came away ; I think there are about 70 

294. Out of what number ? — Above 2,000. 

295. That 
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295. That is not the ratio which they bear to each other in the general popu- 
lation of the city? — Certainly not. 

296. Is not the ratio a good deal the other way? — Yes. 

297. There are many very respectable Roman-catholic merchants in Cork? — 
A great many. 

298. The governing body is particularly exclusive, is not it ? — I do not know 
that it is. A freeman to be admitted without right by special favour must be 
appointed by the common council, and then be confinned by the general body 
of freemen. 

299. The number admitted by favour are diminished very much since the 
Reform Bill ? — Since I became town-clerk there has been no man admitted by 
favour, except a few great men who visited us, such as' my Lord Mulgrave and Sir 
Edward Codrington. 

300. But before that there were a great number admitted by favour ?~Yes. 

301. It is no longer such an object to be admitted a freeman by favour as it 
was before, in consequence of the elective franchise having been taken away ? — 
I consider that it is not interesting in the same degree. 

302. The grand juries of whom you have spoken are, of course, nominated by 
the sheriff? — They are. 

303. There has been no instance of a Roman-catholic being sheriff? — No; 
till 1829 I do not think they were eligible ; but there have been none since. 

304. Do not the sheriffs owe their nomination to a particular club, called the 
Friendly Club ? — Yes, practically speaking, 1 think they do. 

- 305. Are you a member of that club ? — 1 am ; I am not a very good attending 

member, but I am a member. 

306. About how many does that Friendly Club consist of? — Between 300 and 
400 , I think. 

307. Your family have a good deal of influence in that Friendly Club ? — I do' 
not think they have. 

308. Had they not? — Nor do I think they had. 

309. But they have been members of it? — ^They have. 

310. And that BYiendly Club, in fact, has the nomination to almost every 
ofiice in Cork ?— I do not think so. 

311. What offices do they nominate to ? — They nominate to the shrievalty in 
this way ; they have an influence in the election of mayors ; the mayor is, 
under the bye-laws of the corporation, appointed from five burgesses ; that is to 
say, persons who have gone through the office of sheriff; the names are drawn 
out of a hat. The Friendly Club came to a determination that they would sup- 
port the senior burgess. 

312. No man then can be mayor according to that bye-law but a man that 
has been sheriff? — None. That question was asked whether the Friendly Club do 
not appoint to‘ almost every office; I can give an instance to the contrary; since 
I was a membef of the Friendly Club, I was a candidate for the office of town- 
clerk, and yet a^^at many of the Friendly Club voted against me, for a candi- 
date that was not a member of the Friendly Club. 

313. But you beat? — I did. 

314. But there is an understanding among them that the sheriff is to be 
nominated by them ? — They vote for the person that has most votes amongst 
themselves ; but I do not think their number would be sufficient to determine it, 
unless the body of freemen were willing to support them. 

315. Have you known any sheriff appointed who was not first voted for in the 
Friendly Club ? — No. 

316. Then the process is this : the Friendly Club meets, and holds an election 
amongst themselves for the candidate for the office of sheriff? — Yes. 

317. And the candidates whom they have elected have been, within your 
experience, uniformly returned as sheriffs ? — They have. 

318. And no man can be mayor but a man that has been so returned as 
sheriff? — Yes. 

319. Does not the charter give the election of the mayor to the citizens at 
large? — I do not think it does. That is a question that the Court of King’s Bench 
had before it more than once. 

320. Was not the question which the King’s Bench had before it the validity 
of the bye-law? — Yes. The charter, according to my construction of it, refers 
to previously existing usages, which I have read a good deal about, for the pur- 

0.46. D ' pose 
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pose of ascertaining that point, and it appeared to me that the ancient usage was 
to elect from the persons that had been sheriffs. 

321. But then this drawing in the hat five names is a modern usage ? — That 
was in the year 1721. 

322. There was no bye-law limiting the right to be mayor to the burgesses j — 
I think that was the usage existing ; and the charter granted refers to ancient 
usage, and in that way I think it is limited, though I may be a ^d lawyer 
about it. 

323. Though the charter, in express words, gave the right of electing the 
mayor out of the citizens at large, you think it was limited by the habit ? — By 
the reference in the charter itself to the usage. 

324. There is, of course, no Roman -catholic in the Friendly Club ? — There is 
not. 

325. Is there any test of any kind ? — No, there is not. 

326. But a Roman-catholic would have no chance of being a member of the 
club ? — I do not know that ; I never tried. 

327. Was anybody ever venturesome enough to try? — I do notRcnow that 
there was. 

328. Have you any doubt what would be the result if he tried? — I do not 
know ; I would not venture to say that he would be refused. 

329. Have you any doubt upon that subject? — I have. 

330. Can you name any one Roman-catholic that you think would be 
admitted ? — I think there are some. Ail I am sorry for is, that the parties do 
not meet oftener, and communicate more with each other upon both sides ; I can 
only say that it was not my fault ; and it may be fair to say that I am not 
exclusive, for I have been invariably, since I thought upon political subjects, so 
far as relates to the Roman-catholic question, a liberal, for I supported it inva- 
riably, from the beginning of my life. 

331. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Is there an election of the sheriff by the court of 
D’Oyer hundred ? — Yes. 

332. The court of D’Oyer hundred consists of the freemen at larger — It 
does. 

333. All the members of the Friendly Club are freemen? — They are. 

334. They are, you say, about 400 men ? — I think that is the extent. 

335. How many does the grand panel of freemen consist of? — Above 2,000. 

336. Then the Friendly Club have a regulation that whoever, being a candidate 
for the office of sheriff, has the most votes amongst the members of the Friendly 
Club, shall be supported by them ? — Shall be put in nomination and supported 
by them. 

337. That is to say, supposing there should be a difference, the minority yield 
their opinion to the majority of the club, and they all go together iu voting ? — 
Yes. 

338. But when individuals come before the court of D’Oyer hundred, it is 
quite competent to the freemen at large to out-vote the Friendly Club, if other 
persons are deemed more eligible ? — It is. 

339. Mr. Beamish.] Did you ever know an instance in which they were able 
to out- vote them ? — They have never tried it. 

340. Were there never any persons proposed for the office of sheriff that did 
not belong to the Friendly Club ? — Yes. 

341. Had they ever any chance? — Not those that came forward ; they came 
forward without any previous arrangement. 

342. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] You say that the mayormust be chosen from the 
burgesses, and that the process is putting into a hat the names of all those that 
have served the office of sheriff, and drawing out five names and choosing one of 
the five ; and you say that the regulation of the Friendly Club is, that the senior 
of the five shall have their support ? — Yes. 

343. And the election of the chief magistrate is by the freemen at large? — • 
Yes. 

344. And that it is competent to the freemen at large to elect any one of the 
five not being the senior ?— Yes. 

345. You say that the regulation of the Friendly Club is, that the senior bur- 
gess of the five shall have their support ? — Yes. 

346. But the bye-law is, that one of the five drawn shall be elected by the 
freemen, not confining it to the senior burgess ? — Yes. 

347. You 
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347. You have said that that bye-law has been more than once under the con- Mr. J. C. Besnard. 

sideration of the Court of King’s Bench in Ireland?— It has. ' — 

348. There have been applications made to set aside elections of mayor, by 7 February i«3». 
reason of that being an illegal bye-law? — Yes. 

349. Have you been concerned in those proceedings? — I have. 

350. For whom ? — For the corporation. 

351. What has been the decision of the Court of King’s Bench upon those 
occasions ? — It determined against the application. 

352. And it upheld the bye-law ? — It did. 

353. Mr. Lefroy.'] Under any modification of the constitution of the corpora- 
tion, might not the very same thing take place that takes place now; might 
not any number of influential persons form a similar club, and have as great an 
influence upon the election of the officers of the corporation as they have now ? 

— They certainly might ; and it might be fair to mention what was the original 
occasion of the institution of the Friendly Club, as we have it by tradition. A 
good many years ago. Lord Shannon’s family was in the habit, in fact, of dic- 
tating officers, mayors, and sheriffs for Cork, and a number of independent 
citizens found fault, naturally, with this, and they formed a club for the purpose 
of overcoming that influence, and they effected it by means of their union. 

354. Mr. O’Connell.'] Are you aware that under the Municipal Bill for 
Ireland the election of the mayor is to be with the common council? — Yes. 

355. Then no friendly club, unless the candidate was elected by the common 
council of the wards, could influence the election of the mayor? — It would alter 
altogether the mode of the election. 

356. Have you a common council in Cork? — Yes. 

357. Not elected by the citizens ? — The common council consists of the mayor, 
sheriffs, recorder, and such persons as have passed through the office of mayor, 
made up to the number of 26 by the addition of burgesses; persons that have 
passed the office of sheriff, but not yet been mayor, elected by the freemen at large. 

358. What is the average number of past mayors ? — I suppose about a 
dozen. 

359. Is the recorder a member of the town council ? — He is. 

360. Is anybody else of right a member? — The mayor, sheriff, and recorder, 
and 26 others. 

361. Is the common speaker a member? — He is not; he has a seat at the 
board, but he is not a member. 

362. Chairman.] Who is the common speaker? — The common speaker is an 
officer elected by the freemen at large, and supposed to look after their 
rights. 

363. Mr. 0 'ConnellP\ Then the common council is constituted altogether, 
with the exception of the recorder, of persons who have been sheriffs.' — Past 
sheriffs. 

364. Mr. Beamish.] The common speaker is supposed to represent the freemen 
at large in the council ?■ — Yes. 

365. How is he elected ?— By the court of D’Oyer hundred. 

366. Is there a nomination also for his appointment in the Friendly Club t — 

Yes. 

367. So that he is elected by the Friendly Club as much as the sheriff?— He 
undergoes the same process. 

368. Chairman?^ The mayor has a considerable salar}% has he not?— £.1,200 
a year. 

3G9. And consec[uently that is an office which is rather coveted than not' 

Yes. 

370. The sheriffs have no salaiy or emolument whatever ? — The sheriffs have 
no salary or any emoluments, unless there be accidental fees upon the execution 
of duty; but they have little, if any, at present. 

371. Have they onerous duties to perform? — They have. 

372. Have they any expenses attached to the office ? — There are expenses. 

373. Is the object, therefore, of becoming sheriff, because they will subse- 
quently be mayor ? — Yes ; I am sure it would be difficult to get persons to fill 
the office if it were not with the mayoralty in contemplation 

374. Mr. Curry ^ With reference to the value of houses, do you consider that 
no house except those that appear upon the valuator’s list are wortii the yearly 
value of 5 1 . ? — I think tliere are houses worth 5 /. that do not appear there as of 

0.46. D 2 5 ^* ■^alue. 
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5 1 . value, but I think they were very near 5 Z. I think that the deduction is 
nothing so serious as the difference between five and ten. 

375. Then persons may have houses of more value than 5 1 . whose names do 
not appear in the valuator’s list ? — I think so. 

376. Ckamnan.'] Do you conceive there are any houses not in the valuator’s 
list that are of the value of 10 /. ? — No ; I do not think that there is any such 
disproportion. 

377. You have already stated that you consider that there are many houses 
undervalued by the valuators ? — Yes ; I think they make some deduction gene- 
rally ; that they set out upon that principle, not to go to the full value. 

378. What amount of deduction do you think they made upon principle? — 
It would be difiicult to determine that. 

379. Do you thi nk they ever made a 100 per cent, difference ? — No, nothing 
like it. 

380. Did they ever make 20 per cent, difference, do you think ? — lean hardly 
undertake to say ; I know they made no such difference with respect to myself. 

381. Do you think that intentionally they ever valued a house at 5 1 . that was 
worth 10 1 . r — I am confident they never did. 

382. Did they, in your belief, ever value a house at 7 1 . that was in reality 
worth 10 Z? — I do not believe they ever have made such a difference as that. 

383. Mr. Curry.] How near do you think thw’went; did they ever value a 
house at 8 1 . the I’eal value of which was 10 /.? — I think it is probable they did ; 
but I would not have my judgment taken upon this, because I am not compe- 
tent to speak upon it. 

384. You said that the manner in which the names were returned by claimants 
themselves who come to register prevented the persons who wished to investigate 
their claim, having sufBcient opportunity to do so, and as a reason for that, you 
mentioned that there was no description given in the return made by the claim- 
ant of the property out of w’hich he claimed to register? — Yes. 

385. Will you look at the schedules annexed to the Irish Reform Act. You 
see that there is a separate column in which the property out of which they 
come to register must be mentioned ? — Yes. 

386. Under the Act of Parliament also, must not the clerk of the peace 
publish a printed list of all the applicants 10 days before the registration? — 
Yes. 

387. Is there not in that printed list also a separate column stating the 
barony or parish in which his property is situated? — Yes ; but the pei*son may 
give any fanciful name he pleases for his I’esidence, and state that the property is 
in the same place. My knowledge of the circumstance is founded upon this : 
In the year 1833 , when it was understood that all persons registered were to 
become l^urgesses, I began to inquire about it; I w'ent to a gentleman wJ)o is the 
collector of the cess for the liberties of Cork, who has been so 15 years, and I 
showed him this, and he said “ I cannot tell who they are.” 

388. What description of claimants were they ; were they claiming as lease- 
holders ? — As householders. 

389. They were not within the limits of the city? — No, in the liberties. 

390. Were those persons who gave in the notices the fanciiul names that they 
chose to give to their places afterwards permitted to register on those notices? — 
Yes, they were. 

391. Mr. M. J. O'Connell.] Can you give an instance of a fanciful name? — 
I cannot recollect an instance; but the gentleman pointed them out to me, and 
he said, “ I do not know the place, though I have been collector for Cork so 
many years.” 

392. Were those in the rural district within the liberties of Cork? — Yes. 

393. Did they state the name of the townland or parish ? — They never men- 
tioned the parish in any instance ; I never saw the parish mentioned. 

394. Or the ploughland? — In some instances they mentioned the name of a 
townland, not as a townland, but as the place of their residence ; they some- 
times take a denomination, though it should contain 1,500 acres, as a re- 
sidence. 

395. Do you know whether those persons were opposed? — I cannot tell that. 

396. Would it not before the registering barrister be a fair ground of objec- 

tion 
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tion that he had not described his residence sufficiently in the notice ? — I did sir, J. C. Sesnard. 
not attend these registry sessions for any purpose of objection. _ 

397. Chairman.] Is not the 15 th section in this Act the one in which the 7 f'ebruary ;838. 
manner of giving notice to the clerk of the peace of the intention to register is 

prescribed ? — It is. 

398. In that section is there any reference made to the schedules? — I do not 
see any. 

399. Are you aware of any other section in the Act of Parliament, with re- 
gard to the inode of giving notice, in which the schedules are mentioned ? — I am 
not aware of any. 

400. In tliat 15 th section, are not the particular circumstances to be pointed 
out in this notice as specially described ? — They appear to me to be so. 

401. Will you read from that section what a person claiming to register is 
ordered to specify?— He is to give notice in writing of his intention to register, 
and in such notice he shall state his name and residence, the right in which he 
intends to apply, and the nature of the qualification relied upon by him as en- 
titling him to be so registered . 

402. Does it in any degree call upon him to specify the townland or parish? 

— It does not appear to me to do so. 

403. Are you aware of any other section in the body of the Act, by which the 
name of the townland or parish is prescribed to be inserted? — I am not. 

404. Will you further state from that section, what the clerk of the peace or 
his deputy is to put in his list of notices ?— The clerk of the peace is required, 10 
days at least before the day appointed for holding the sessions, to “ cause alpha- 
betical lists of the voters to be printed and circulated, and to be posted in con- 
spicuous places throughout such county, city, town, or borough.” 

405. Is any reference made there to the schedule? — I do not see any. 

406. Is the clerk of the peace called upon, in any other part of the Act of 
Parliament, to refer to the schedules ? — I believe not. 

407. And there is nothing prescribed in the Act as to entering the nam^ of 
the townland or the parish ? — No ; and I believe there is not a single instance in 
which the parish is mentioned in the city of Cork. 

408. Is not the word “ parish” inserted in both those schedules to which 
reference has been made ? — It is in the schedule. 

409. Butin practice that has been entirely disregarded? — Entirely. 

410. Mr.ilf. /. O'Connell] Is not the word “parish” mentioned disjunctively ? 

— I think it is. 

411. Chairman.] Will you read, from Schedule C, No. 2, what is required to 
be specified? — “ If the same be in respect of property, with name of barony, 
townland, parish, street, or denomination or place where situate.” 

41 2. But nothing of that sort appears in the body of the Act ? — Not that I am 
aware of. 

413. Nor, in fact, do you believe that such mode of description is practised? — 

As far as relates to the city of Cork, I am not aware tliat, in any instance, the 
townland is mentioned as the townland; it is sometimes adopted as the 
residence. 

414. It is not mentioned as such and such a place, in such a townland ? — Not 
at all. 

415. Have any objections been made before the revising barrister as to the 
notices being defective, because the townlands have not been described ?— 

I cannot tell ; I did not attend at all to the proceedings. 

416. Mr. Curryi] So far as your expenence goes, does not the clerk of the 
peace publish a notice containing a description such as that in the schedule, 
stating the “ description of property, with name of barony, townland, parish, 
street, or denomination or place where situate” ? — Not at all ; he never refers to 
the barony or parish ; he adds nothing to wliat the notice contains. 

417. Suppose the notice mentions the name of the place, would the clerk of 
the peace insert it in the list? — Yes; whatever name is given in the notice, he 
copies into the list. 

418. Chairman.] How is the I'ecorder of Cork appointed ? — By the election of 
the freemen at large. 

419. Is it for life? — For life: he holds it during good behaviour. 

420. Will you have the goodness to take into your hand the Report of the 

D 4 Commissioners 
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yir. J. C. Besnard. Commissioners of Mrinicipal Corporations in Ireland; in the first place, will 
you state what the date of that report is ? — In October 1833. 

7 February 1838. 421. Will you state what number of freemen the commissioners state to be 

belonging to the city of Cork? — The number of freemen is stated to be 2,665. 

422 . Hoav many are there stated to be resident, and how many non-resident? 
— Of those 1,072 are resident, and 1,593 are non-resident. 

423. By the Reform Act residents alone are entitled to vote for Members of 
Parliament ? — Y es. 

424. How many, therefore, are, by the passing of the Reforai Bill, cut off from 
voting for the city of Cork ? — 1,693. 

425. Whose rights are abrogated by the Reform Bill? — Yes; those persons 
are non-resident freemen. 

426. Of those who were left as residents, were there not a considerable number 
who were struck off and replaced by a decision of Baron Pennefather? — No, 
none of those that were left as residents were struck off and replaced by Baron 
Pennefather; but he put upon the list 368 that were non-resident. 

427. In “non-residents” you include no freemen within seven miles of the 
usual polling place? — No. 

428. Whei*e is the usual polling place? — The usual polling place is in the 
centre of the city ; in fact it comes almost to the county of the city ; so that the 
extent of the liberties is almost equal to the seven miles. 

’ 429. Is there any direction in which the liberties of the city extend seven 

miles’ distance from the pollmg place? — No, I do not think there is. 

430. There are many places in which the liberties of the city do not extend 
seven miles; but of course the freemen would be equally entitled to vote if 
they resided vuthin the seven miles? — Yes. 

431. Mr. Serjeant TaCi^son.] You state that you have a grand panel of the 
freemen ; how do persons come upon that grand panel ; is it upon their being 
admitted freemen, or is it upon tlieir being sworn freemen ? — Upon their being 
sworn freemen. 

432. Then, upon that grand panel, there are no persons’ names who are not 
sworn freemen ? — No. 

433. Mr. Serjeant Are there any instances in Cork of persons assuming 

^ to act as freemen without being sworn? — I never heard of any instance. 

434. Wliat is the form of swearing the freemen; do they subscribe an 
affidavit? — They do. 

435. Are those affidavits preserved ? — There are a great many of them ; I 
found a great many in the office when I came to be town-clerk, and I have kept 
them ever since ; they are on long pieces of parchment, and I keep them with 
the signatures at the foot of them. 

436. Is there any evidence of the freemen being sworn if the affidavits are 
lost? — Yes; there is a book of the admission of freemen kept, and in the margin 
of this book is marked, “ Sworn such a day.” 

437. Is that done in every case? — That has been done in every case in my 
time, and was done for some years before. 

438. Is the memorandum in the margin authenticated by any signature ? — 
No. 

439- Who makes that memorandum? — Sometimes I do it in my own hand- 
•writing, and sometimes it is done by my clerk ; but nobody’s name is ever put 
upon the panel until he is swom. 

446. Mr. Beamish.'] Are there many instances of men being admitted upon 
the panel who have not served their apprenticeship, who have been admitted in 
right of servitude? — A gentleman who has been summoned, Mr. Meagher, gave 
me a list of persons who, he said, were admitted under questionable circum- 
stances of that sort, and I made inquiry about each of them. I have not the 
list in my pocket ; but, with the permission of the Committee, I will bring it 
upon a future day, and explain the circumstances. 

441. Mr. Ciirry^ You stated in answer to a question from the Chairman, that 
you were not aware of any other section in the Act referring to the fojnns of the 
schedules; will you read the 27th section? — “ That after the determination of 
the session hereby directed to be first holden for the registry of voters for coun- 
ties, cities, towns, and boroughs, it shall be lawful for any person claiming a 
right so to be registered to apply for that purpose, at any sessions of the peace 
or adjournment thereof, to be held by and before the assistant barrister or chair- 
man 
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man of the proper county, and by and before the assistant barrister or chairman, 
by the said Schedule (A.) to this Act annexed authorized to register voters for 
such city, town, or borough, upon giving to the clerk of the peace a notice of 
his intention sO;to do in the form herein provided.” This refers to all registra- 
tions subsequent to 1832 . 

442. And it does provide that it shall be in the form contained in the sche- 
? — I think it does for subsequent registrations. But, in point of fact, it has 

not been done. Whether it is, that from its being in the disjunctive it is con- 
strued to be sufficient to give the place, I do not know. I did not attend the 
registration, and I do not know how the objection was taken. 

443. You have seen the notices given by the clerk of the peace? — ^Yes. 

444. Do not they specify the place? — They specify the place of residence, and 
the place out of which he votes, and, generally speaking, the name is the same 
for both. 

445. Mr. M. J. O’Connell.'] Is not the list of the clerk of the peace an accu- 
rate copy of the notices ? — It is not a full copy, but it precisely conforms to 
them. 

446. Chairman!] How many parishes are there in the city of Cork ? — The 
city of Cork contains seven parishes, and I think in the liberties there are 11 
or 12 portions of parishes. 

447. How many parishes or parts of parishes do you suppose are contained 
within the Parliamentary boundaries of the city of Cork r — I know there are 
seven in the city, and I heard it asserted at a meeting of the county that there 
were ll or 12 parishes in the liberties. There are two at least of the parishes in 
the city which ran into the liberties, where they may have been included. 

448. Then there are portions of 15 or 16 parishes, you conceive, included 

witliin the Parliamentary boundary of the city of Cork ? — I should think there 
are. ' 

449. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Were you rightly understood to say that under 
this heading here, “ Description of property, with name of barony, townland, 
parish, street, or denomination, or jDlace where situate,” the party coming to 
register in giving his notice frequently gives the name of his place, which may 
be a fancy name, but that he likewise often gives the name of the townland as his 
place of residence? — Yes, not referring to it as a townland, but stating it as his 
place of residence, and the place where his property is. 

450. Mr. Curry!] Can you state that, within your experience, any freeholder 
or leaseholder was ever permitted to register who did not mention the townland 
or barony, or other well-known denomination in the county, where his residence 
was situated?— I did not attend the registration sessions, and therefore 1 cannot 
tell what occurred there ; but I find upon the list persons who state as their 
residence and the place where their property lies, names not connected with the 
parish or townland. 

Mr. James Lane, called in ; and Examined. 

451. Chairman.] ARE you treasurer of the corporation of the city of Cork? — 
I am treasurer of the city of Cork, not of the corporation. 

452. How long have you been treasurer ? — Since the year 1820 . 

453. By whom were you appointed? — By the magistrates of the city of Cork. 

454. Are those magistrates arising out of civic offices ? — I believe tliey are all 
magistrates arising out of having filled civil offices. 

455. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Has not every justice of the peace within the 
county of the city-a voice ? — I do not think there are any justices of the peace 
within the county of the city except the charter magistrates, those that are aider- 
men, and the recorder. 

456. Chairman.] Who are the persons who give the orders to collect the money 
of which you arc treasurer ? — I give the orders. 

457. Under what authority do you act? — Under the authority of a local Act, 
made particularly for the city of Cork. 

458. In what body does the local Act vest the authority of levying the re- 
quisite monies? — The grand jury present the money, and then I applot it. 

459. To whom are you responsible? — To the grand jury. 

460. Is yours a situation for life ? — No person has been ever deprived of it. 

461. You are not re-appointed by each successive grand jury ? — No ; they do 
no further than approve of the securities. 

0.4G. D 4 462. Mr 
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462. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ You not only applet as treasurer, but you like- 
wise issue a warrant? — ^Yes; having applotted I issue a warrant upon that 
applotment. 

463. And that warrant goes to the high constable ? — 'To the collector appointed 
by the grand jnry. 

464. Mr. Curry . 1 Did you make aut the particular sum that each person is to 
pay ? — In the city I do ; in the liberties I only give an applotment upon the plough- 
land. 

465. And that is afterwards assessed by competent persons upon the holders of 
the lands ? — Yes. 

466. Mr. Serjeant Juc/esora.] Have you both townlands and ploughlands? — 
None but ploughlands. 

467. Are there not, in point of fact, denominations called townlands in Cork? 
— Not that I know of ; I have not heard of any. I believe they are indiscrimi- 
nately called townlands and ploughlands. 

468. Then, for the purposes of your local taxation in Cork, you have no dis- 
tiuction between townlands and ploughlands, and you call them, indiscriminately, 
either ? — Yes ; we call them ploughlands in the applotment. 

469. Do you recollect the valuation that took place in 1828 r — Yes. 

470. That was the last valuation that took place antecedently to the general 
registry in 1832 under the Reform Bill? — Yes. 

471 . Was there no intermediate valuation ? — No ; there was a supplementary 
valuation between 1832 and 1833 . 

472. Have you brought with you the valuation of 1828 and the subsequent 
valuation? — I have them in town, and I will produce them the next day. 

473. How came the valuation to take place in 1832 or 1833 ? — In consequence of 
several houses not being in the valuation of 1828 , which had been ljuilt between 
1828 and 1832 , and it was thought right to make a supplemental valuation. 

474. Did you, as treasurer, feel it to be your duty to inspect the list of 
registered householders of 10/. ? — I did not do it as treasurer; I did inspect it 
for my own satisfaction. 

475. With what view ; was it to see whether there were any persons upon it 
as 10/. householders that were not in the valuation? — It was to classify the 
different voters. 

476. Did you compare the list of those who were registered as 10 /. house- 
holders with those that appeared in the valuation of 1828 ? — Yes, I did. 

477. Did you, in point of fact, find that there were persons upon the register 
as 10 1 . householders who were notin the valuation? — I did. 

478'. Did you ascertain whether any of those were persons who occupied 
houses that had existed at the time of the valuation in 1828 , as well as persons 
that occupied new houses that had been built since 1828 ? — I cannot say that I 
ascertained that they were persons who occupied in 1828 , but they were per- 
sons that did not occixpy, certainly, at the time of the registry. 

479. Mr. Beamish.'] Was not the valuation in 1833 a supplemental valuation, not 
a valuation with the view of revising the valuation of 1828 ? — Not at all ; it 
was attempted to revise the valuation of 1828 by the valuators, and the grand 
jury would not admit it. 

480. It was merely with a view of taking in such houses as had been built 
subsequent to 1828 , and did not appear upon the books ? — Yes. 

481. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Is it part of your duty to attend at the sittings 
of the grand jury of the city of Cork ? — It is. 

482. Do you know whether, in point of fact, persons petitioned the grand jury 
to be absolved from taxation, alleging their premises not to be worth b 1 ., and 
therefore not taxable, who nevertheless appeared upon the register as 10 /. house- 
holders? — I know that there were such persons. 

483. Do you happen to know how many ? — I cannot exactly say the 
number. 

484. Can you state in round numbers? — I should state over 20, at all events. 

485. Mr. Curry Were the petitions in writing ? — The petitions were in 
writing. 

486. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Where are they? — I have them not; they were 

small applications, and as they were decided by the grand jury they were thrown 
aside. , 

487. Is 
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487. Is there any record kept of them in the grand jury? — I have the record 
upon the return of those that appealed from the valuation. 

488. Mr. Curry.'] Were those appeals before or after 1832 ? — Those appeals 
■were, I think, in the spring of 1833 , 

489. Mr. Serjeant JacJtson.] Were those appeals from the decision of the 
valuators? — From the decision of the supplementary valuators. 

490. That is, then, not with reference to the valuation of 1828 , but with 
reference to the valuation that took place after the register in 1832 r — Yes. 

491 . And you say that the number of those appeals was about 20 r — Yes. 

492. Mr. Beamish.] Were those appeals all allowed ? — Some of them were, 
and some not. 

49.‘3. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Besides this class of persons, who were ap- 
pellants, who complained of that supplemental valuation, was there another class 
of persons who petitioned the grand jury, praying to be exempted from rating ? 
— There were a vast number of persons applied personally, without sending in 
a previous application. 

494. They came to the grand jury room, and stated their cases orally? — Yes. 

495. About what number might they have been ? — I shall be able to tell 
exactly from the documents. 

496. Will the documents enable you to state the adjudication upon each? — 
Yes. 

497. In order to know whether any of those persons to whom you have been 
latterly referring were persons who had registered as 10?. householders, would it 
be necessary to have the documents, Mr, Colburn’s document, the clerk of the 
peace ? — I should think so. 

498. Have you any documents which would ascertain that? — I have one of 
the printed lists delivered out by the clerk of the peace. 

499. Have you the printed book issued by the clerk of the peace which con- 
tains the names of those who are registered, and the right in which they 
are registered? — Yes, I have it with me in London. 

[The Witness was directed to produce the same on the ne.rt day of meeting of the 
Committee.] 

500. Chairman.] Can you state to the Committee what was done in pur- 
suance of the Act of Parliament accurately to ascertain the value of the different 
houses and premises within your jurisdiction ; in what way the valuators are 
appointed, and, being appointed, proceed to ascertain the value of the houses and 
premises within their jurisdiction ?■ — In case of the grand jury deeming a valua- 
tion necessary, they present that there should be a valuation take place, and 
they then appoint a day for nominating valuators, and several people apply to be 
appointed for the valuation, and there are two from each parish, 14 appointed in 
the city, who, after being appointed, are sworn before the recorder to do justice 
fairly and to make a fair valuation. 

.501 . Is that under the Act of the 53d of Geo. 3, or under the Act of the 5 5th ? 
— It is under the Act of the 53 d and 55 th. 

502. How are they remunerated ? — By gTant from the grand jury; the grand 
jury determine what sum to pay to each valuator. 

503. Then they are remunerated by salary, not by fees or per-centage ? — By 
nothing but salary. 

504. When was the last valuation made? — In 1832 . 

505. At what period of 1832 ? — I think it was ordered by the grand jury in 
the summer of 1832 , and decided on in the spring of 1833 . 

506. Then the valuation was not taken till the spring of 1833 ? — No. 

507. Were all those valuators you appointed fresh persons, or had they been 
employed before? — I rather think some of them were members of the valuation 
that took place in 1828 . 

508. Having stated the practice with regard to the seven parishes in the city, 
will you state what is the practice with regard to the valuators in the parishes 
in the liberties without the city ? — They are appointed in the same way. 

509. Were they appointed at the same time? — No; I do not think there was 
even in 1828 a valuation of the liberties. I have very great doubts whether 
there has been any valuation of the liberties since 1822 . 

E 510. As 
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510. As a general proposition, has the property in the liberties varied much in 
point of value since 1822 ?— Very considerably. 

511. Do you levy the same proportion now upon the liberties that you did. 
in 1822 ? — The same proportion of money is levied upon the liberties, that is, 
one-third of the whole of the money levied. 

512. Do you conceive that the value of the property in the liberties is more 
increased than in the city? — I think in some parts it is, and in others it is not. 
In the immediate neighbourhood of the city there are houses built, and places 
laid out, that were not previous to that time. 

513. Upon the whole, you think that if it was fair to raise one-third in the 
year 1822 , it is fair to raise one-third in the year 1837 ? — I should say it was a 
fair proportion. 

514. Mr. Beamish.] Is there not a 'great dilference in the sums levied from 
the different ploughlands in the liberties; are there not ploughlands varying 
from 100 to 500 , or more acres, and the one containing the greater number of 
acres pays a less sum by reason of the valuation of the whole ploughland ; are 
there not many ploughlands valued in the gross amount at less, comparatively, 
than other ploughlands, although they are worth more money? — There is a great 
disparity in the valuation of the ploughlands. 

515. Chairman.] Have any remonstrances been made by any parties to your 
knowledge, as to the non-valuation of the liberties since 1822 ?— There have 
been several complaints made of the valuation of the liberties, and it must strike 
any person that views the matter, that the valuation is an unfair one. ■ 

516. Do you mean unfair upon particular districts, or unfair in individual 
cases- ? — Unfair, generally speaking, upon the ploughlands ; for there is land of 
very different description and very different value in the same ploughland ; but 
as it is now valued a man that has ground that is not worth 5 s. an acre must pay 
the same for his number of acres as a man whose ground is worth 3 1 . an acre. 

517. Has he no power of appeal? — There is no power of appealing. 

51 8. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Why have not the grand jury had a new valua- 
tion affecting the liberties ? — They appeared to me to have delayed it from time 
to time, thinking that there would be some Act of Parliament upon the subject, 
and looking for the Ordnance survey. 

519. Take one particular locality; there have been vast improvements of late 
years on the Glamnire side of Cork, just about where the subm'bs and the liberty 
come into contact; there has been an immense quantity of building there, and 
there must be a great change in the value of premises there ? — Certainly. 

520. So far as that has taken place within the suburbs, it would have been 
corrected as regards the improvements existing in 1832 by the subsequent 
valuation of 1833 ? — By the subsequent valuation of 1833 , that has been partly 
remedied in the suburbs. 

521. But that did not touch those beyond the suburbs? — No. 

522. But there has been a vast deal of building upon that hill ? — Yes. 

523. Chairman.] By one of the provisions of the Act of the 53 Geo. 3 , a survey 
•was to be made of the liberties ? — ^Yes ; that was done. 

524. What sort of survey was that? — A survey of each ploughland. 

525. What was the effect of that survey? — It determined the quantity of 
ground liable to taxation in each ploughland. 

526. Having that survey made under the 53 Geo. 3 , why is the Ordnance map 
now waited for; what do you expect to get from the Ordnance map beyond what 
that survey produces ?— I do not think the Ordnance map will do anything 
with respect to the quantity of ground. 

527. Will the Ordnance map give you any information which that survey does 
not already give you ? — We understand that the Ordnance map would give a clear 
delineation of each portion of ground. 

528. Does not that survey give as good a delineation of each portion of ground 
as any other map could give ? — The survey ought to give tliat, certainly ; but 
there is to be a valuation of the land, consequent upon the Ordnance survey, 
under Act of Parliament. 
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MEMBERS PRESENT. 



Mr. Serjeant Ball. 


Mr. Serjeant Jackson. 


Mr. Beamish. 


Mr. Lefroy. 
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Mr. Litton. 


Mr. Deiinistoun. 


Mr. M. J. O’Connell. 


Mr. F. French. 


Lord Granville Somerset. 


Mr. Hogg. ; 





Lord GRANVILLE SOMERSET, in the Chair. 



Mr. James Lane, called in; and further Examined. 

529. Mr. Serjeant Jaclcson.'] YOU stated that you were treasurer of the city 
of Cork ; were you so in 1828 1 — ^Yes. 

530. Have you brought with you the documents adverted to in the course of 
your former examination ? — Yes. 

531. Will you produce the valuation which you spoke of? — This is the 
valuation of 1828 , and also the supplemental valuation of 1833 — {producing the 
same). 

532. Have you a printed list of the registered voters supplied to you by the 
clerk of the peace ? — I have a printed list — {producing the same). 

533. The valuation of 1828 was the valuation under the 53 of Geo. 3 , c. 3 ? — 
The 53d and the 55th ; they both regulate it, more or less. 

534. The two Acts which regulate the city of Cork for the purposes of local 
taxation are the 53 of Geo. 3 , c. 3 , and the 55 of Geo. 3 , c. 82 ? — Yes. 

535 - Will you open the 53 of Geo. 3 , and read the description of tenements 
that m-e the subject matter of valuation under that Act?-— “ Each house, dwell- 
inghouse, outhouse, office, store, cellar, stable-yard, and linney.” 

536. Chairman^ What are “ linnies ” ? — In a yard, if there is a shed or 
covering in any part of it. 

537. Mr. Seijeant Jackson?\ In the merchants’ stores, particularly those that 
are concerned in the provision trade, it is necessary, for the purpose of making 
up the provisions, and coopering them, to have extensive linnies ? — Yes. 

538. Are those of considerable value in many cases ? — Yes. 

.539. They consist of a roofing, supported by pillars ?— Yes. 

540. So that they are open to the open yard, but sheltered from the weather r 
Yes. 

541. Will you have the goodness to refer to section 8, and be good enough 
to state what are the exceptions from taxation pursuant to that section?— 
Section 8 : “ Provided nevertheless, that the said valuators shall not include in 
their valuation any house, premises, or buildings exempted from being charged 
by an Act passed in Ireland in the 13 th & 14 th years of His present Majesty’s 
ragn, intituled, ‘ An Act for the better and more certain valuations of houses, 
in counties of cities and counties of towns nor any cabin or house which is 
or shall be under the yearly value of 5 U' 

542. Have you one of the warrants issued by you for the purpose of autho- 
rizing the levy ? — I have a copy. . . , . . 

543. Who issues the warrant for the purpose of valuation. It is issued 
by me. 

544. Is any warrant or authority of any kind issued to the valuators by you r 
— I cannot say that I issue any authority to the valuators. They bring^ me a 
certificate of having been sworn before the recorder, and upon that certificate, 
and the appointment of them by the grand jur}^ which I hold in my hand 
{producing the same) — they proceed to value. 

545. Is that the appointment? — It is. 

546. Does it contain any direction as to what they are to do ?— -Yes. 

547. How do you describe that document? — This is the appointment signed 
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23 MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE 

by the members of the grand jury ; I have two ; I have the one of 1828 for the- 
general valuation, and I have the one of 1832 for the supplementary valuation. 

548. Is it signed by the foreman? — It is signed by the foreman and the 
members of the grand jury. 

549. Will you read from that appointment of 1828 , what is the duty there 
prescribed to the valuators? — [The Witness read the same as follows : — 

Whereas, the grand jury of the county of the city of Cork assembled and sworn at a 
general assizes held at the 6uildhall in and for the county of the city of Cork, the 28th day 
of March 1828 , did make a presentment to the import following:— “ We, the grand jury of 
the county of the city of Cork, assembled and sworn at a general assizes held at the Guild- 
hall in and for the county of the city of Cork, the 28th day of March 1828, in pursuance 
and for the purpose of an Act passed in the o3d year of his late Majesty’s reign, for the 
more equal assessment of money presented to be raised by the grand Jury of the county of 
the city of Cork, and for a new'valuation of the said city and survey of the liberties tliereof, 
and for other purposes relative to grand juries, and of one other Act passed in the 55th year 
of the said reign, intituled An Act to explain and amend an Act of his present Majesty, for 
the more equal assessment of money presented to be raised by the grand jury of the county 
of the city of Cork, and for a new valuation of the said city and survey of the liberties 
thereof, and for otlier purposes relative to grand juries, do hereby order and direct a new 
valuation to be forthwith made of the whole of the city of Cork and suburbs thereof, by 
valuing, revaluing, and ascertaining as distinctly and separately as the same may conve- 
niently be done, the yearly value of each and every house, dwellinghouse, outhouse, office,, 
store, cellar, stable, yard, and linney, within the said city of Cork and the suburbs thereof, 
according to the said Acts, but excepting always such houses, premises, or buildings, as by 
the said Acts or either of them are excepted.” 

And whereas, the said grand jury or the majority of them met pursuant to summons at 
the grand jury room of the said city on Monday the 28 th day of April last, for the purpose 
of carrying said direction into effect, and did adjourn from day to day to this day, having 
found it necessary so to do. Now we, the majority of the said grand jury, having on this day 
and at this place attended pursuant to such adjournments, do hereby appoint James Wherland 
and William Smith, two of the inhabitants of the parish of the Holy Trinity, otherwise 
called Christ Church ; James Davies and John Reardan, two of the inhabitants of the parish 
of St. Peter ; John Cahill and William Ridings, two of the inhabitants of the parish of St. 
Paul ; Thomas Toohy and Richard Towell, two of the inhabitants of the parish of St. Mary 
Shandon; James Connell and Thomas Gonnell, two of the inhabitants of the parish of St. 
Ann ; Croker Barrington and Andrew Drinan, two of the inhabitants of the St. P’inbarrys ; 
and Richard Goold and Robert Millikin, two of the inhabitants of the parish of St. Nicholas, 
all within the county of the city of Cork, to be valuators for the whole of the said city and 
suburbs, in manner as herein is recited, and for the purposes by said respective Acts directed 
and provided. Dated under our hairds at the grand jury room of the said city, the 2d day 
of May 1828 . 

550. Tlien that is the authority, and it precisely follows the direction of the 
Act? — Yes. 

551. You have there the valuation that was made by the gentlemen appointed 
as valuators by the grand jury upon that occasion ? — I have, ratified by the grand 
jury. 

552. Will you now produce the appointment of the year 1832 ? 

[The Witness produced the same.l 

553. Chairman.'] Is it a copy of the other mutatis imitandisl — It is very much 
the same, only being done by different persons. 

554. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ What is the date of that appointment? — The 
2d day of November 1832 . 

5.55 Do you call that the summer assizes of the year 1832 ? — Yes. 

556. Will you turn, in that second appointment, to the clause directing the 
valuation, and see whether it does not say that tliey are to value the premises not 
at present paying city-rate, or which shall have been built or rebuilt since the 
last valuation, or which may not have been included in the last valuation ? — 
I will read the words “ And which wc hereby direct them to value and ascer^ 
tain as distinctly and separately as the same may conveniently be done, that is to 
say, to value and ascertain the yearly value of each and every house, dwelling- 
house, outhouse, office, store, cellar, stable, yard, and linney within the said city 
of Cork, and the suburbs thereof not at present paying city-rates, or which shall 
have been built or rebuilt since the last valuation, or which may not have been 
included in said last valuation, for the purposes and according to the directions 
and provisions of an Act passed in the 53 d year of his Majesty.” 

557. Then it would appear from that, that it was the direction of the grand 
jury to those valuators, not merely to value premises that had been built inter- 
mediately 
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mediately between that time and the previous valuations, but likewise any pre- 
mises tliat were not then paying city-rate, or premises that had been omitted in 
former valuations ? — Precisely ; that had not been contained in former valuations. 

558. Is there any fine in the Act of Parliament imposed upon the valuators 
for a neglect of the duty imposed upon them by their appointment, and likewise 
by their oaths? — The clause says, “ And such valuators shall, for the purpose of 
such valuation, have all such power's and authorities, and be subject to all such 
regulations, and all such fines and penalties for non-attendance, or neglect of duty, 
as by the said recited Act are enacted and provided.” 

559. That refers to the previous Act of the 53 d? — 'Yes. 

560. Now will you turn to the seventh section of 53 Geo. 3 , and read that 
clause ? — “ And that it shall and may be lawful to and for the said court of 
quarter sessions of the peace to impose a fine not exceeding 20 L, and not less 
than 5 on any one or more of the said valuators sworn to value, or so having- 
taken tire said solemn affirmation to value as aforesaid, who shall refuse or neglect 
to appear pursuant to such summons, or, who appearing, shall be found by the 
said court of quarter sessions of the peace upon such inquiry to have been negli- 
gent in attending to and making the said valuation within as convenient time as 
such valuation ought to_ be or might have been done in the judgment of the 
court.” 

561. You have the two valuations which were made in pursuance of those two 
appointments ? — I have. 

562. Will you be good enough to hand them in 1 — 

\ 7 'he Witness delivered in the samei] 

563. Those two valuations, supposing the valuators to have performed the duty 
incumbent upon them by their appointment and by their oaths, ought to contain 
all the houses and premises which were of the value of 5 1 . and upwards, 
according to their estimation ? — Certainly. 

564. You state that you have the printed list of the registered voters of the 
city of Cork; will you produce it? — [The fVitness produced the same.'] 

565. When those valuations are made, and when the levy is to be made, you 
issue war'i*ants to levy ? — Yes. 

566. Before you do that, is there any applotment made ? — Yes. 

567. Laying on each individual what portion of the public burthens he is to 
]jear? — Not so much each individual as each tenement. 

56S. Do you know whether it be not provided by law that this applotment 
shall be exhibited for the inspection of the citizens in any public place to which 
they may resort, to see whether they are right or not ? — At each of the vestry- 
rooms of the parish churches. 

569. Will you refer to the 55 Geo. 3 , and read the 11th section? — “And in 
order that the inhabitants of the said city and suburbs and liberties of Cork may 
be fully satisfied of the faii'ness of the applotments to be from time to time 
made by the treasurer of the county of the city of Cork, for the collection of the 
public money presented at each assizes to be raised on the said city, suburbs, 
and liberties ; be it enacted, that the said treasurer, before issuing his warrant or 
warrants to any collector shall, and he is hereby required to transmit or deliver 
a copy of the applotment made by him for each parish to the churchwardens 
thereof respectively, in order that such applotment may by the said church- 
wardens respectively, be produced in the vestry-room of each parish for the in- 
spection of the inliabitants of each parish ; and that the said treasurer shall, upon 
the expiration of 10 days after the delivery of each copy, summon the members 
of the preceding grand jury or such of them as may be then resident in the said 
city, and shall submit every such applotment to them for their approbation ; and 
in case the said grand jury, or the majority of them present at such meeting, 
shall find that the said applotment is in any respect incorrect or inaccurate, it 
shall and may be lawful for the said grand jury to alter the same, as to them 
shall seem fit ; and in case they shall find the said applotment fair and correct, 
or in case they shall amend the same, the said grand jury shall, and they are 
hereby reejuired to certify their approbation of such applotment at the foot 
thereof, under their hands or the hands of the majority of such of the grand jury 
as shall attend, and the applotment so certified shall be final to all intents and 
purposes whatsoever.” 
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570. Are you able to state from your own knowledge, that these requisites 
of the statute are, in point of fact, acted upon in the city of Cork ? — Most 
decidedly. 

571. Have the inhabitants any opportunity of knowing what the valuation is, 
when it has been made by the valuators ; is any publicity given to the valuation ? 
— There is constantly. The Act particularly directs that. 

572. Mr. Beamish.'] Is it not the fact, that although the valuation lies in the 
vestry-room, the inhabitants scarcely ever investigate the valuation ? — Scarcely 
ever. 

573. Mr. Hogg^ Is there any place specified for giving publicity either in 
the regulation, or in the Act of Parliament ?— Yes ; the vestry-room. 

574. Mr. Litton.] And every one may have recourse to that ? — ^Yes. 

575. Mr. F. French.] Is there any charge for looking at the applotment? — 
None w’hatever. 

576. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Will you refer to the section, by virtue of which 

publicity is given to the valuation ? — It is in the 2d section of tlie 55 th. “ And 

the said valuators shall, after making such valuation or re-valuation, reduce the 
the same to writing, specifying the names of the reputed tenants or occupiers 
of the respective premises so valued, and shall return or deliver the same valu- 
ation to the treasurer of the county of the city of Cork, under their hands and 
seals, or the hands and seals of 10 of them at least, and a copy of the valuation 
of each parish, attested by the treasurer, shall, with all convenient speed after 
such valuation shall be returned or delivered to him as aforesaid, be trans- 
mitted by the said treasurer to the churchwardens, _ or one of them, of each of 
the respective parishes as aforesaid, of which transmissal public notice shall be 
given by the treasurer in some one or more of the Cork newspapers ; and in case 
any person or persons shall think himself, herself, or themselves aggrieved by 
such valuation, it shall be lawful for such person or persons, within 10 days after 
the delivery of such valuation to the said churchwardens, to deliver to the 
said treasurer in writing the objection or cause of complaint which such person 
or persons shall have to or against such valuation, and the said treasurer shall, 
after the expiration of the said 10 days, whether any complaint or objection shall 
be made as aforesaid or not, summon the grand jury which shall have been 
empannelled and sworn at the assizes immediately preceding the time of making 
such return, or such of the said grand jury as shall be then residing within the 
county of the city of Cork, and shall lay before them the said valuation, and in 
case any complaint or objection shall have been made as aforesaid, the said trea- 
surer shall submit every such complaint or objection _ to the said grand jury; 
and they are hereby empowered and required to examine and enquire into the 
matter of every such complaint or objection, if necessary, upon the oath of the 
person or persons making the complaint or objection, or of such other person or 
persons as shall be produced or brought before the said grand jury to be 
examined as to such complaint; and in case the said grand jury shall think any 
complaint or objection well founded, they are hereby empowered to correct and 
amend the said valuation, as they shall think just, and the said valuation on being 
approved and amended, if requisite, by the said grand jury, shall be considered 
conclusive, and shall be substituted in place of the valuation made under the 
authority of the said recited Act ; and the said valuation so approved of, or 
copies thereof, or of any part thereof, attested by the said treasurer, shall be 
deemed in all courts and upon all occasions full and conclusive evidence of such 
valuation, and of every thing contained therein, and shall not be impeached for 
irregularity or want of form in making the same ; and it shall and may be 
lawful to and for the grand jury, when the said valuation shall be fully completed 
and concluded to the satisfaction of such grand jury, to present a sum not exceed- 
ing the sum of 1,000 L, to be levied and raised on the city and county of the 
city of Cork, and to be paid to the said valuators as and for a compensation and 
reward for their trouble and expense in performance.” 

577. In point of fact, have you in the instances where valuations have been 
issued by the grand jury, since you have been treasurer, performed those several 
duties which this section requires ? — I have to the very letter, as far as it w'as 
possible for me to do. 

578. Have you had a copy of the valuation which you have received from the 
\'aiuators, made out and transmitted to the churchwardens of the several parishes ? 
— I have. 

579. Have 
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579. Have you caused the proper public advertisements to be inserted in the 
newspapers of the city of Cork, announcing that you have so transmitted copies 
of the, valuation ?— I have invariably. 

580. In point of fact, did you convene the grand jury, as this section requires ? 
—I did. 

581. Did you bring before them the valuation? — Yes. 

582. Did they investigate the valuation in each case ? — Yes. 

683. Did they make any variations in the valuation ? — They did. 

584. Did they enter into an investigation of all complaints that were made ? — 

Yes. 

585. Did you bring every one of the complaints made against the valuations 
before the grand jury? — I did, every one of them. 

586. And the grand jury proceeded to investigate them? — They did, and to 
adjudicate upon them. 

587. And they rectified the valuation accordingly ? — Yes. 

588. And then authenticated it in the manner prescribed? — They then 
authenticated it here in the book. 

589. Do you happen to know whether or not the copies of the valuations that 
were transmitted to the churchwardens of the respective parishes were accessible 
to the public in the vestry-rooms ? — I could not say that. 

590. You never went into the vestry-rooms to examine? — No, I did not. 

591. Of course the churchwardens of the parish for the time being would be 
able to state whether they did or did not keep them in the vestry-room accessible 
to people ? — They would, I should think ; but the public were always at liberty 
to apply to me for any information they wished to get upon the subject. 

592. Have you a public ofiice as treasurer? — -I have an office in the court- 
house that is only open previous to and after the assizes for the payment of the 
money. 

593. Have you any place of business in which you are accessible, and in 
which the valuation is accessible to the citizens that desire to see it ? — I have. 

594. Do the citizens, in point of fact, come to you when they are desirous of 
obtaining information ? — ery constantly. 

595. Did they, after the valuation of 1828 and after the valuation of 1833 , 
come to you ? — They repeatedly applied to me, a great number. 

596. Did you ever refuse any person information? — Never. 

597. Then you have no doubt that the public have every facility of access to 
the valuations, and every opportunity of questioning any mistake that may 
occur ? — They have, not only by applying to me, but I have never refused to 
give copies of the valuation to any person that has applied ; having printed copies 
of eacli parish, I have never refused to give one to any person that has applied. 

598. Do you get a number of copies of the parochial valuations made out for 
that purpose? — Yes, and it is upon those that I strike the applotment. 

599. And you never refused to give a copy of the printed parochial list to any 
person that applied ? — Never refused. 

600. Are you, in point of fact, applied to frequently for them ? — Yes ; within 
the last two or three yearn I thought I had got a great number printed, and I 
am completely run out of them now. 

601. Mr. Bemnisk.] Did the churchwardens ever give the same facility, to 
your knowledge ? — Not to my knowledge ; I could not say. 

602. Did they ever exhibit it upon the walls of the vestry-room? — Never; 
they never gave any publicity to their having anything of the kind. 

603. Then, in fact, the public were solely indebted to you for having access 
to the books in which the valuation was? — In a great measure, I suppose; but 
I do not say that they would be refused if they applied to the cliurchwardens. 

604. Mr. Bitton .1 Do you know any case in which they ever were refused ? — 
I never heard of any. 

605. Mr. Beamish.'] Did you ever hear any instance of their being applied 
to at the vestry- rooms ? — No. 

606. Mr. Cterry.] Are not the vestry-rooms locked up, except during the 
celebration of Divine service on Sunday : — I suppose so. 

607. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Are the churchwardens known officers in the 
respective parishes? — I suppose they are. 

608. Have you any doubt that the inhabitants of the several parishes know 
where to find the churchwarden, in case they desire information from him? — 
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I dare say they do ; but it is a great doubt with me, whether the churchwardens 
hold the books themselves. In many instances they leave them with the sexton. 

609. But you do not know of your own knowledge, whether the citizens do 
ever go into the vestry-rooms, and seek from the churchwardens or the vestry- 
clerk access to the parochial valuation ? — I do not. 

610. And your being so generally known in the city of Cork, and being al- 
ways in the city of Cork, and always accessible to tliem, and very obliging and 
accommodating to them, makes it the less necessary ? — believe that is the rea- 
son why tlie applications are to me, and not to the churchwardens. I have 
frequently said to people that have applied to me, “ Why do not you go to the 
churchwardens, they have copies of these things ?” “Oh, sir,” they say, “we 
would rather come to you.” 

611. Mr. Litton.'] You are a permanent officer? — Yes. 

612. And you have a fixed office for public business? — Yes. 

613. Mr. Hogg.] They are sure of finding you? — Generally they are. 

614. Chairman.] Of the population of Cork a large pi'oportion are Roman- 
catholics ? — They are. 

615. There is also a considerable Protestant population? — There is. 

616. And that Protestant population pays a considerable proportion of the 
rates of the city? — Decidedly; and the Catholic population also pays a con- 
siderable proportion. 

617. Consequently, if there was much inequality in the valuation, the Pro- 
testant population frequenting those churches would be as much annoyed by it 
as the Roman-catholic population, which does not frequent the chui'ches ? — Of 
course. 

618. And therefore, so far as the Protestant population are concerned, they 
would naturally have recourse to the vestry-rooms to obtain this information, if 
they felt themselves aggrieved by the ^'aluation upon any great scale ? — I should 
suppose so. 

619. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] You are understood to have stated, that the 
regulations for the assessment and applotment of the taxation of the county of 
the city of Cork prescribed by this Act of Parliament, are followed out by the 
respective officers and by the grand jurj' in all respects ? — Yes, I know that they 
are. 

620. Chairman^ Have not the valuators very extensive powers under these 
two Acts of Parliament, with regard to entering houses and inspecting? — They 
have. 

621. Will you refer to the clause of the Act, and state the powers which are 
given to the valuators in that clause ? — It is the 9 th section of the 53 d : “ And 
be it further enacted, that the hereinbefore mentioned valuators shall have ffill 
power to enter in the day time into and upon any house, dwellinghouse, out- 
house, office, store, cellar and stable, linney or yard, in the said city of Coi’k, or 
the suburbs thereof, and to inspect the same, in order the better to ascertain the 
true yearly value thereof ; and in case any. tenants, occupiers or owners of the 
said houses, dwellinghouses, outhouses, ofiices, stores, cellars, stables, linneys or 
yards, or any other person or persons whatsoever, shall obstruct or prevent the 
entry of any of the said valuators for the purposes aforesaid, such person or per- 
sons proved to have so obstructed or prevented the entry of the said valuators 
shall be adjudged to be guilty of a misdemeanor, and punished accordingly.” 

622. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] The city of Cork is not of such vei-y great extent 
that it would be an inconvenient walk fi'om any part of it to your house? — Cer- 
tainly not. 

623. Will you be good enough to take in your hand the printed list of the 
registered voters, and will you state what was the last sessions for registering 
immediately before that was printed ? — This is up to the 31 st January 1837 . 

G24. Has there been any other printed list since that ? — No. 

625. That printed list contains the names of all persons who have been regis- 
tered since the Reform Bill up to 31 st January 1837 ? — It does. 

626. That would include the January sessions of 1837 ? — Yes, I think so; 
I should suppose that was the object of having it on the 31 st of January. Here 
is a registry here, at the Fermoy sessions, of the 2 d .Tanuary 1837 . 

627. Where did you get that? — From the clerk of the peace. 

G28. Does the clerk of the peace in Cork, in point of fact, comply with the 
provisions of the 35th section of the Irish Reform Act for causing those lists to 

be 
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be made out and printed, and given to any person that applies? — I believe he m. James Lme. 
does. ■ 

629. Is that one of the copies so printed and circulated under the authority of 9 February 1838. 
the Act ? — It is. 

630. Is there a number running through from beginning to end, or is each 
letter separately numbered ? — There is no number put by the clerk of the 
peace. 

631 . What is the number upon that register ? — ' 5 , 727 . 

632. Did you compare that with the valuation books which you have before 
you ? — I did, in several instances. 

633. Can you state to this Committee the names of any persons who appear 
in that printed list of registered Voters, but whose names do not appear upon 
the valuations of 1828 or 1832 ? — In striking them out, I made remarks of each 
description of persons registered. 

634. As treasurer of the city of Cork, and having to look to the local taxation 
of Cork, and to levy the local taxes, did you feel it your duty to have recourse 
to the registry to see what persons might appear upon the registry as having 
tenements of the value of 10 but yet whose names did not appear on those 
valuations ? — That was the first object I had in view when I took up the book for 
that purpose. 

635. You thought it likely that you would be able to get some information 
that would be useful to you and to the grand jury, with reference to the local 
taxation ? — Exactly so. 

636. And you did compare the printed list with the valuation? — I did. 

I had no political object in view at the time. It was merely for my own satis- 
faction, to see if I could get any information from it with reference to the local 
taxation. 

637. Will you be good enough to state the names of any persons which 
appear in that printed list as occupying tenements of the value of 10 1., but 
whose names do not appear in either of the valuations ? — The first person I see 
in the first page is Joseph Ahern, victualler, a house and yard at Fair-lane ; he 
does not appear in the valuation. 

638. Mr. Curry.'] What is his qualification r — A 10 /. householder ; registered 
on 10th October 1832 . 

639. CMirman.] Does his name appeal’ in your valuation either before or 
subsequent to that? — No. 

640. When was the next valuation, subsequent to 10th October 1832 ? — The 
supplementary valuation was ordered at the summer assizes of 1832 . 

641. When was that supplementary valuation taken ? — It was decided on in 
April 1833 . 

642-3. Ought that supplementary valuation to have been taken of this house, 
supposing it had been of the value of 5 L ? — I should think so. 

644. Mr. 23ea7nis/i.] Do you think that the valuators did, in fact, go round 
with the view of seeing all houses that had not been taken in in the former 
valuation r — I should think they did. 

645. And not merely with the view of seeing what new houses had been 
built r — They certainly took in houses that were not valued before. 

646. Mr. Serjeant Jac/tson.] Was it part of their duty, as prescribed by their 
appointment, and by their oath, that they should take in not only the new 
houses, but those that had been omitted in the valuation? — Certainl}'-; they 
valued a great number of houses at 5 L, for which, subsequent!}’, applications 
were made, stating that they were not worth 5 L 

647. Will you proceed now to state the next that you find inserted in the 
register, and not appearing in the valuation ? — The next is Thomas Andrews, 
registered as wool-comber, in Cattle-lane, at 10 L, householder, on 10th October 
1832 . 

648. Have you examined to see whether his name appears in any of the valua- 
tions? — I have, and it does not; nor is such a place as Cattle-lane at all in the 
valuations. 

649. Do you know whether there is such a place ?— There is such a place, but 
there is not a tenement hi it valued. 

650. Is it a poor part of the town ? — It is. 

0.46. F 615. Will 
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651. Will you state -where it is? — It is at the hack of Blarney-lane, near the 
cattle-market. 

652. Mr. F. French'] Has there been a valuation since that person registered ? 
— Shortly after there w^ a supplementary valuation. 

653. Then it was the fault of the valuators in not going to that place ? — I do 
not know whether they went there or not. 

654. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] But you take for granted that the valuators per- 
formed their sworn duty? — Certainly; I have no reason to believe that they did 
not. 

655. Do you believe that the premises in Cattle-lane not appearing in the 
valuation is the result of neglect on the part of the valuators, or of their not find- 
ing premises in Cattle-lane not worth 5 /. ? — I should think it was from their not 
finding tenements of the value of 5 1 . in Cattle-lane. 

656. Mr. F. French^ Have you any reason for that opinion ? — None in the 
world, but the character of the men. 

657. Might not the character of the men be very good, and still they might 
leave a street unvalued, not expecting to find a house of that value in it? — I find 
that in that neighbourhood they valued several houses not in the former valuation. 

658. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Were the persons appointed by the grand jury 
respectable persons ? — They certainly were. 

659. Were they persons worth}'- of credit upon their oath ? — Most decidedly. 

660. Were they men of integrity, upon whom you would rely for the perform- 
ance of the duty entrusted to them ? — Certainly. 

6G1. Is Cattle-lane a lane of any extent? — It is not a lane of any great extent. 

662. Have you been in it yourself often? — Not for several years; indeed, I 
know very little of that part of the town. 

663. Are the tenements in it, in fact, very poor? — ^Very poor in general. 

664. Are they inhabited by a very poor class of people? — I should think so. 

665. Mr. F. French] Do the valuators go into the houses, or value by front- 
age? — I cannot take upon me to say. 

666. Do not you think it possible that a house might have very good offices 
and buildings in the rear not visible from the front, which might render it of 
great value to a tenant, without its being known to the valuators in passing- 
through the street? — That might be in some instances. 

667. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Do you consider it the duty of the valuators under 
the Act to enter the houses and use all proper measures to ascertain the value ? 
— For ascertaining the true value, I should think so. 

668. Would you consider that any man, acting as a valuator under his appoint- 
ment and under his oath, would discharge his duty if he did not inspect the pre- 
mises both in front and in rear, to ascertain their value? — Decidedly. 

669. Mr. Beamish^ Do you believe, in fact, that the valuators did go through 
that species of examination ? — I should say not ; I do not think that they did in 
a general way. 

670. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ Did you ever accompany any of the valuators 
upon their tours of valuation ? — I did not. 

671. Will you refer to the next instance? — The next instance I met with is 
John Ahern, gardener, Grattan-hill ; he was registered as a 10 householder on 
1st of November 1832 . 

672. Does his name appear in any of the valuations? — His name appeared in 
the supplementary valuation, and he appealed against it, and it was allowed. 

673. The grand jury then adjudicated that he should be exempt as not occu- 
pying a tenement of the value of 5 1 . ? — Yes. 

674. But he continues upon the register ? — He does. 

675. Are you able to state when that decision was made by the grand jury ? — 
I cannot exactly say the day that decision was come to ; it was by the grand 
jury that were appointed in the summer assizes of 1832 . 

676. Did you convene them for the purpose of considering the appeals against 
the valuation ? — I did. 

677. Are you able to state about what time it was that you convened them ? — 
In April 183 ' 3 . The first meeting of the grand jury was on the 12th of March 
1833 , and they had different adjournments. 

678. Were there several other appeals besides that one against the supple- 
mental valuation ? — There were. 

679. And you brouglit tliem all before the grand jury ? — All. 

680. And 
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680. And they adjudicated upon them all ? — They did, some were confirmed Mr. James Lane. 

and others were altered. , , ,, , “T I o 

681 . But in the case of this particular man Ahern, you state that they allowed 9 February ib 3 »- 

his plea, and excused him from the rate ?— Yes, he was valued at 5 I and ap- 
pealed against it, and the valuation was struck off by the grand jury. ' 

682. Then he has not, in point of fact, been called upon to pay any rates ? 

—No. ^ , 

683. Will you now turn to the next ? — The next is a man ot the same name, 

John Ahern, yeoman, Evergreen-street, city of Cork, registered as a 10 1 . house- 
holder the 26 th of November 1832 . . - r j 

684. Does his name appear upon any of the valuations r — It does ; he appealed 
against the valuation. 

685. When was he valued? — In that supplemental valuation. 

686. What was the fate of his appeal?— He was valued at 7 I, and appealed 
against the valuation, and was allowed, and he was struck out. 

687. He would not have been struck out unless the jury were satisfied that his 

tenement was not of the value of 1 0 Z. ? — Certainly. r , • 

688. It was not necessary that his tenement should be of the value ot 7 m 
order to be taxed ? — Certainly not. 

689. And, in point of fact, he has never been rated since?— He has never 

been rated since. ^ 

690. What is the next?— The next is Samuel Anglin, woolcomber, Creat 
Britain-street, a 10 Z. householder, registered the 27 th November 1832 . 

69 1 . Does his name appear upon any of those valuations ? — His name was also 
on the supplementary valuation at 5 Z. 

692. Did he appeal ? — He appealed personally, not by writing. 

693. What was the decision upon his case ? — He was struck out, and he has 

never since been rated. , . 1 1 j 

694. Had he, or any of those you have before named, as having been valued 

in the supplementary list, been valued in any previous list ? No. . ^ , 

695. It was the first time they had ever been brought under valuation ?— It 

was. , , 

696. What is the next instance of an individual registered as a 10 h house- 

holder, out of a house, and who does not appear upon the valuation ?— -The next 
case is Richard Bai’ry, shoemaker, John-street, registered the 13 th 01 October 
1832 , out of a house in John-street. _ ^ • 

697. Does his name appear upon any of the valuations ? — I cannot find it any- 

^ 6g8. What is the next case of that description?— James Brown, shoemaker, 

Great Britain-street ; a house in Great Britain-street, a 10 1 . householder, regis- 
tered the 16th of October 1832 . 

6qq. Do you find him in any of the valuations ? — I do not. 

700. AVhatis the next instance? — The next is Denis Buckley, laboure^ Cole- 
man’s-lane, registered out of a house in Coleman s-lane, the 1/tu of October 

1832 . . T 1 A u 

70 1 . Does his name appear upon any of the valuations ?— It does not ; and tlie 
place that he registers out of does not appear at all in the valuations. 

701*. What is the next?— The next is John Buckley, yeoman, Bishop-street; 
a house in Bishop-street, a 10 Z. householder, registered the 17 th of October 1832 . 

702. Does his name appear in any of the valuations? — He was in the supple- 
mentary valuation, and he appealed in person and was struck off. 

703. Has he ever been rated since ? — No. 

704. Chainnan.'] When was that appeal heard ?— In the spring ot 1833 ; all 

the appeals were heard in March or April 1833 . n i 

705. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] What is the next of that class? — William Busby, 
weaver, Fort-street. 

706. Where is that?— In the parish of St. Nicholas. . 17 ,, 

707. How is he registered? — Registered as out of a dwelling-house in ror - 

708. When was he registered ? — The 17 th of Octobor 1833 , as a 10 L house- 
holder. , , • 1 1 

709. Does he appear in any of the valuations ? — He was valued in the supple- 
mentary valuation at 5 L and he appealed personally, and was struck out. 

710. And has never been rated since?— No. 

' 1, 2 711. What 
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Mr. James Lane. 7 11. What is the next ? — Here is a man that I can find no trace of, Richard 

Broadbridge, coachmaker, South-mall, a house in the South-mall, a l o /. house- 

9 tebruary 1838. holder, registered the 14 th of November 1832 , and I can find no trace of him in 
the books. 

711. * Did you ever hear of such a person as that? — No. 

712. Chairman.] Can you find anybody of that name in the book? — No. 

713. Mr. Serjeant c/hci^sore.] Did you ever hear of such a man in Cork ? — Never. 

714. You know Cork pretty well ? — 'Yes; there are people going backwards 
and forwards that I may not know. 

715. Is there any coachmaker upon the South-mall? — I cannot find in any of 
the books, either the collector’s books, or any other books, a man having paid 
rates of his name. 

716. Have you walked up and down the South-mall very often ? — I have. 

717. Is there any coachmaker there at all ? — No. What struck me forcibly, 
was its being upon the South-mall. 

718. You say that he does not appear upon any of the rates or any of the 
valuations ? — No. It would be right for me to say, however, that he may not 
appear in the valuations, because the house that he may reside in may have 
]>elonged to some other person at the time. 

719. What is the next instance ? — John Burke, cordwainei*, Coppinger’s-Iane, 
a house in Coppinger’s-lane ; a 1 0 /. householdei', registered the 1 6 th of Novem- 
ber 1832 . 

720. Does his name appear in any of the valuations? — No. 

721. Who is the next ? — Richard Burke, file-cutter, Wisdom’s-lane, a house in 
Wisdom’s-lane ; a 10/. householder, registered the 22d of November 1832 . 

722. Do you find him in any of the valuations? — 'He was in the supplemen- 
tary valuation valued at 7 /. ; he appealed and was struck out. 

723. And never has been rated since? — And never has been rated since. 

724. Will you turn to the next ? — Bartholomew Burke, baker, Wisdom’s-lane; 
he is registered as a 10/. householder, out of a house in Wisdom’s-lane, 22d 
of November 1832 . 

725. Was he ever rated? — He was valued in the supplementary valuation at 
5/., and struck out upon appeal. 

726. What is the next? — Thomas Buckley, watchman, Rockwcll-lane, a house 
in Rockwell-lane ; registered as a 10 /. householder the 23 d of November 1832 . 

727. Do you find him valued? — The place out of which he registers is not at 
all in the valuation books ; therefore, of course, I cannot have his name, when 
the place is not at all in the books. 

728. Who is the next? — The next is Eugene Buckley, schoolmaster, New 
Gaol-road ; registered out of a house in the New Gaol-road, a 10/. householder, 
on the 28 th November 1832 . 

729. Is he valued? — I cannot find his name anywhere, nor his house. 

730. What is the next ? — Michael Carey, labourer, Bandon-road, a house at 
Bandon-road; 10/. householder, registered the 19 th of October 1832 . 

731 . Do you find his name in the valuations r — No. 

732. What is the next? — The next is John Callanan, master baker, Gill- 
abbey-street; a 10/. householder, registered the 19 th October 1832 . I find no 
such person in the valuation, and no such street as Gillabbey-street. 

733. Is that rather a poor part of the town? — 'It is on the very extreme be- 
tween the suburbs and the liberties ; in fact the only two places mentioned in 
that part are two houses that there is a dispute respecting their being in the 
liberty or the suburbs. 

734. Is that place on the way towards Alderman Gibbins’s ? — Yes. 

735. What is the next? — The next is Thomas Canty, gardener, Barry’s-lane ; 
house in Barry’s-lane, a 10 /. householder, registered the 19 th of October 1832 . 

736. Do you find that person’s name in any of the valuations ? — I can find 
no such person in any of the valuations or books of any kind. 

737. What is the next? — William Carey, dealer, Kyrl’s-strcet ; liouse and 
shop at KyiTs-street, 10 /. householder, registered the 28 th of October 1832. 

738. Does this person appear in any of the valuations? — I cannot find him 
anywhere in either of the valuations ; at the same time it appears to me that 
that' man may occupy a house that is rated, from knowing the situation of the 
place. 

739. You know Kyrl’s-street, but you know nothing about this man? — I 

know 
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•know nothing at all about this man, but they are places that change their tenants 
very often. 

740. What is the next? — The next is John Croker, cabinet-maker, Cross- 
street; a house in Cross-street, a 10/. householder, registered the 24 th of 
October 1832 . I cannot find his name anywhere in the valuation. 

741. What is the next ? — John Cooney, cabinet-maker. Dingle-lane; a house 
in Dingle-lane, a 10/. householder, registered the 25 th of October 1832 . I do 
not l^id any trace of him in the valuation. 

742. Mr. Beamish.'] Are there any houses in Dingle-lane valued? — The only 
person valued in Dingle-lane is a man of the name of James Mahoney. 

743. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ What is the next? — Daniel Curtain, builder, 
Portney’s-lane, a 10 /. householder, registered the 26th of October 1832 , out of 
a house in Portney’s-lane. 

744. Do you find him in any of the valuations ? — No. 

745. What is the next ? — Thomas Cavanagh, cooper, Old Market-place ; 
house and yard in the Old Market-place, a 10 /. householder, the 6th of No- 
vember 1832 . I do not find his name in any valuation. 

746. What is the next? — William Cotter, baker, Blarney-lane; house and 
shop in Blarney-lane, a 10 /. householder, the 8th of November 1832 . I do not 
find him in any valuation. 

747. What is the next? — Patrick Connell, brogue-maker ; house and yard in 
Barrack-street, a 1 0 /. householder, registered the 9 th of November 1832 . I 
cannot find him in any valuation. 

748. What is the next ? — John Collins, glassblower, Douglas-street ; a house 
and shop in Douglas-street, 10/. householder, 9 th November 1832 . I cannot 
find any trace of that man in the valuations. 

749. What is the next? — Thomas Carey, carver and gilder. Henry-street; a 
house in Henry-street, 10 /. householder, registered 16th November 1832 . 
I cannot find him in any of the valuations. 

750. Who is the next? — Peter Canning, wire-worker. Henry-street; house in 
Henry-street, 10/. householder, the 21st of November 1832 . I do not find his 
name in any of the valuations. 

751. What is the next r — William Corban, shoemaker, Peter’s Church-lane; 
house in Peter’s Church-lane, 10 /. householder, 23 d November 1832 . I cannot 
find him in any of the valuations. 

752. What is the next? — Daniel Crane, shopkeeper, Capwell ; house and 
.shop at Capewell, 10 /. householder, registered 23 d November 1832 . I do not 
find him atiywhere in the valuations. 

753. What is the next? — Francis Curtain, carpenter, Wisdom’s-lane ; house in 
Wisdom’s-lane, 10/. householder, 28tli of November 1832 . He was valued in 
the supplementary valuation at 5 /., and he appealed personally and was struck 
out, and has never been since rated. 

754. What is the next ? — Thomas Damery, labourer. Clarence-street ; dwel- 
ling-house in Clarence-street, 10 /. householder, 26 th October 1832 . Ido not 
find him in any of the valuations. 

7 . 5 , 5 - Who comes next? — George Neville Daly, cooper. Barrack-street; dwel- 
ling-house and house in Barrack -street, 10/. householder, registered 26 th Oc- 
tober 1832 . I do not find him at all in any valuation. 

756. Who is the next.^ — Cornelius Dennehy, painter, Bishop-sti’eet ; house at 
Bishop-street, 10/. householder, 10th of November 1832 . Ido not find him in 
any of the valuation books. 

757. What is the next? — Patrick Dineen, tailor, Barrack-street; house and 
concerns at Bai*rack-street, 10 /. householder, 19 th November 1832 . I do not 
find Ins name in any of the valuation books. 

758. What is the next? — John Duggan, carpenter, Mardyke; a house and 
garden at Mai-dyke, 10 /. householdei', registered 20th November 1832 . I do not 
find him in the valuation. 

759. What is the next? — Patrick Duggan, shopkeeper, Old Market-place; 
house at Old Market-place, 10/. liouseholder, 28 th November 1832 . I cannot 
find his name in the valuation books. 

760. Wiio is the next? — Timothy Foley, shoemaker, Evergreen -street : a house 
at Evergreen-street, 10 /. householder, registered 31 st October 1832 . I do not 
find him in the valuation. 

761. Who is the next? — Pierce Fudge, slater, French’s Quay; house and 

F 3 yard 
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yard at French’s Quay, 10 L householder, registered 1st November 1832 . Ido 
not find him in the valuation. 

762. Who is the next?— James Fitzgerald, master tailor, Pembroke-lane ; 
house at Pembroke-lane, 10 1 . householder, 12th of November 1832 . I do not 
find him in the valuation. 

763. Who next? — John Fitzgerald, Bisliop’s-street ; a house at Bishop’s-street, 
10 1 . householder, 12th November 1832 . He is not to be found in the valuation 
books. 

764. Who is the next ?■ — ^John Fahy, carpenter, Dominick-street ; house and 
outhouse at Dominick-street, loZ. householder, IStliNovember 1832 . He was 
valued in the supplementary valuation at 5 1 ., and he appealed orally, and he 
was struck out. 

765. Who comes next? — Thomas Fleming, eating-house keeper. Blarney- 
lane; a house at Blarney-lane, 10 householder, 13 th November 1832 ; I can- 
not find him in the valuation. The next is Michael Fogherty, shoemaker, Wel- 
lington-road ; a house at Wellington-road, a 10 1 . householder, 13 th November 
1832 ; he is not in the valuation. The next is James Franklin, coppersmith, 
Sullivan’s Quay; a house and yard at Sullivan’s Quay, 13 th November 1882 , 
a 10/. householder; I cannot find his name anywhere in the valuation. The 
next is Edmund Fitzmaurice, vintner, Mannix’s-square ; house at Mannix’s- 
square, a 10/. householder, 17 th November- 1832 ; there is no such place men- 
tioned in the valuation books. The next is Michael Fitzgerald, carpenter, 
Barrack-street; a house at Barrack-street, 10/. householder, 19 th November 
1832 ; he was valued in the supplementary valuation at 5 /., and he appealed 
and was struck out. 

766. And he has accordingly enjoyed his exemption since ? — He has. 

767. Who comes next? — John Fitzgerald, slater, Douglas-street ; house at 
Douglas-street, 10/. householder, 23 d November 1832 ; he was valued in the 
supplementary valuation at 6./., and he appealed and was struck out. The next 
is John Foley, labourer. North Francis-street ; house at North Francis-street, 10 /. 
householder, 26th November 1832 ; Ido not find him in the valuation. The 
next is Cornelius Flynn, shoemaker, Dominick-street ; house at Dominick-street, 
a 10/. householder, 29 th November 1832 ; I do not find him in any of the 
valuations. 

768. Mr. Beamish.'] Is it your opinion that the class of voters under the 
Reform Act are of a better nature than those under the foimer Acts ? — I am 
clearly of opinion that if the Reform Act is properly carried into force, the class 
of voters would be better. 

769. The question is, whether the class of voter’s now under the Reform Bill, 
as they stand, are better upon the whole than the class of voters as they stood 
before ? — I would say, that they decidedly would be if the Reform Bill were 
carried into proper working. 

770. Taking the working of the Reform Bill as it is, are the voters of a better 
class upon the whole ? — I would say that, upon the whole, they are of a class 
that are more entitled to have the franchise than those that were previous to the 
Reform Act. 

771. What is your opinion with regard to the liberty voters, or the rural 
voters ; do you conceive them a good class ? — I conceive that the liberty voters 
are, in a general way, a very good class, and very well entitled to have the 
franchise. 

772. Mr. Serjeant Ball] When you speak of the Reform Act being properly 
worked, have you any objection to make to the working of the registries ol late 
years? — Of late years, I do not think there is so much objection; but in the 
first instance, decidedly there were persons registered who were not entitled to 
register under the Reform Act. 

773. Since that first registry, have you any objection to make? — I think, 
generally speaking, not. 

774. Who is your registering barristers? — They are the county barristers; 
one of them is Mr. Martley. 

775. Are you in the habit of attending the registry court ? — No, I am not. 

776. Then anything you know as to the improper admission of persons upon 
the registry is not from your own knowledge, but from hearsay? — -From seeing 
the persons’ names afterwards. 

777. Seeing that they had been admitted? — Seeing that they had been registered. 

778, But 
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77S. But yon know nothing- of the evidence that was given to entitle them to 
that admission?— Nothing whatever. It is done in the connty ; it is not done in 
the city of Cork, except once in the year. 

779. But yon do not attend the registry ?— No. 

780. Then of course, for anything that you can tell, there may have been 
sufficient evidence given of the right of those parties to be registered ? — I have 
no doubt, from the character of Mr. Hartley, that he would not admit any one 
that he was not in his own mind convinced was entitled. 

781. You were not present at the first registry?— I was at some of it; at a 
great deal of it I was not present. 

782. Then evidence may have been given on occasions when you were not 
present to sustain the rights of the parties admitted to register, although in your 
opinion, from seeing their names, they are not entitled? — Exactly, evidence on 
oath ; but I fear that in several instances the obligation of an oath is not thought 
of -so much as it ought to be by those that take it. 

783. You mean at the registry ?~At the registry. I do not wish to criminate 
any person ; but I think that people are often pei’suaded to take an oath without 
consideration enough of the real obligation of it. 

784. You have a general impression against the validity of the claims of many 
persons who have been admitted to register ? — I have an impression against the 
validity of the claims of several from my own knowledge. 

785. And founded, in part at least, upon that general impression you have got 
of the non-obser\'ance of an oath? — It may elucidate the matter in some measure 
if I state, that all the persons that I have referred to as having appealed were sworn 
upon their oath that the places were not worth what they were valued at, and 
they had previously sworn that the places were worth 10 1 . 

786. Mr. Littoni] You have mentioned that, from your own knowledge, ficti- 
tious votes have been admitted, that is, persons who were not entitled? Yes; 
what I conceive to be fictitious votes. 

787. Mr. Seijeant When you say “ of your own knowledge,” do you 

mean that you were present when it occurred ? — No ; but there are on this 
book persons who I do not conceive ought to have been registered. 

788. Mr. Litton^ Do you not know persons whose names are upon the regis- 
ter, who, from your knowledge of the city of Cork, and the places out of which 
they registered, have not a qualification ? — Yes. 

789. Many? — I would not say many. 

790. Some, at all events. — Some. 

791. You have said that certain persons were registered as having a value of 

10?. who afterwards swore that they had not, out of the same premises, a Yalue 
of 5 1 . — Yes. _ , 

792. And yet they remained upon the register after having so sworn?— They 
did. 

793. And do now remain upon the register, after an oath made by them re- 
spectively that they have not to the value of 5 1 . ? — Yes. 

794. Did any of those vote at the last election ? — I could not answer that now, 
but I could answer next day. 

795. If they were to vote at a future election without re-registration, or if they 
had voted at any former election, they must have voted as persons entitled as 
10 ?. householders? — Yes. 

796. Therefore if they have voted, or if upon a future occasion they should go 
forward to vote, they must do so as 10/. householders, contrary to their own 
sworn statement that their premises are only of tlie value of 5 /. ? — Indeed, I 
think so. 

797. Mr. Serjeant Ball'] You said, that from your own knowledge there were 
persons admitted to the register who had not a qualification ; do you mean any- 
thing more than this, that in your judgment they had not a sufficient qualifica- 
tion ? — I think I ought to go further, but I think it must be very convincing 
without anything more, if the man himself swears that his premises are not worth 
5 /. and then he is registered as of 10 that he was not qualified. 

798. That is to say, if it be the fact not only that he has sworn that the)' are 
not worth 5 /., but that the premises were not worth 5 1 . at the time he swore ? 

I know he svrnre to tlicir not being worth 5 because I was present. 

799. And if he swore truly that they were not worth 5 /., your inference is, 

F 4 
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Mr. Janies Lane, that he ought iiot to be admitted to register ; and that is what you mean when 
you say, that persons were admitted to register that were not qualified? — Yes. 

9 February 1838. 3 qq_ should turn orxt that when he swore that they were not worth 

5 he swore what was not true, and that they were, in point of fact, worth 10 L, 
would you conclude that he was not entitled to register? — I would conclude that 
he was entitled to register. 

801. So that everything depends upon the truth or falsehood of the statement 
that they were not worth 5 1 . ? — Yes. 

802. What are5mur political opinions? — I have no objection to say that I am 
what you would call a liberal. 

803. Have you voted yourself? — I have. 

804. For whom did you vote? — I voted for Mr. Beamish and Mr. Callaghan ; 

I have voted for the liberal members ever since I recollect, almost. 

805. Mr. Seijeant Jackson.'] You yourself possess some knowledge of the 
tenements in these cases ? — In several cases. 

806. And your own opinion and judgment, derived from your own observation 
of tlie premises, go along with what you have stated to be the fact, that the 
premises out of which the parties purported to register as of 10 1 . value were 
really not of that value ? — That is my opinion. 

807. And you state that you are very much fortified in that opinion when 
you find the man himself coming forward and swearing, and believed by the 
grand jury in so swearing, that his premises were not worth 5 1 . ? — Yes. 

808. You have, therefore, very little doubt in your mind that, in point of 
fact, the premises in these instances were not worth 10 1 . ? — I have scarcely any 
doubt upon it. 

809. Do you feel any room for doubt about it ? — I cannot say that I feel that 
there is any room for doubt about it. 

810. When you said that the persons now enjoying the franchise were a better 
class than those who formerly enjoyed the franchise, did you mean to speak of 
what they were in point of fact, or did you mean to speak of what they ought 
to be, supposing the Reform Bill was bond fide acted upon ? — I believe that I 
stated it thus, if the Reform Bill was bond fide acted upon. 

811. That was followed up by a question which seemed to import that, in 
point of fact, the present constituency of Cork are better than the former con- 
stituency; you do not mean to state that as matter of fact, but only as the result 
that would be if the Reform Bill were fairly carried out ? — If the meaning of the 
word “better” is, persons more entitled to use the franchise, I would say they 
are better under the Reform Act ; that there are more persons who, I think, are 
entitled to vote possessing the franchise in consequence of the Reform Bill than 
there were before the Reform Bill. 

812. Do you mean that the Reform Bill has added to those that pi’eviously 
possessed the franchise, a class of persons who are well entitled? — Yes. 

8 13. But are not all those who previously possessed the franchise still entitled 
to it under the Reform Bill? — Undoubtedly. 

814. Therefore many of those who before were not so worthy of possessing 
the franchise, still, nevertheless, continue to possess it? — Yes. 

815. For example, do not the 40 s. freeholders who formerly enjoyed the fran- 
chise still enjoy it ? — They do. 

816. Their right has been preserved to them?— Yes. 

817. Then if there was any defect formerly in allowing persons of that class- 
to enjoy the elective franchise, it still continues ? — Yes. 

818. If there were any poor freemen formerly amongst the constituency, do 
not they still continue to enjoy the franchise ? — They do. 

819. Then all you mean to say is, that there have been superadded to those 
that before the Reform Bill possessed the franchise, another class that did not 
possess it before, but whom you consider well qualified and entitled to enjoy it? 
— Yes. 

820. You do not mean to say that, in point of fact, there have not been added 
to the register under the Reform Bill a number of pei’sons that ought not to 
have been put upon the register? — I do not mean to say that; what I mean to 
.say is, that although the Act has been made a cloak for putting people on that 
I do not conceive were entitled to it, I think that the Act itself does not give 
any improper franchise. 

821. You 
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821 You say that you, in your judgment, consider the 10 1 . qiiahecation a 

good one, piOYided it he 6o«ii/*pos8essed?--Most decidedly. 

® 822 Mr Beamish:] Are not the 40 s. freeholders now left on by the Reform 
Bill merely left on for their own lives ?— Merely left on for their own lives. 

822 Consequently that class are daily diminishing?— Yes. 

824 You consider that the constituency, upon the whole, are a better class 
than before the Reform Bill '/ — I think so. ^ , 

82/; Mr Serjeant Jackson.] Can you say how it came about that, in making 
the registry under the Reform Bill in October 1833 , several persons got regis- 
tered who ought not, in fact, to have been registered ?— I cannot say. 

826. Do you think there was time enough allowed for examining the notices 
of persons that claimed to be registered, considering the vast extent 0i the con- 
stituency ?— I think the business was new, and the number of persons to be 
reo-istered prevented that scrutiny that might othei-wise have taken place. 

'827. You are aware that there were several thousands of notices served ot 

persons that claimed to be registered ?— Yes. 

828. Are you aware that there were but 10 days allowed for scrutinizing those 

820 Are you of opinion that 10 days were at all adequate to enable persons 
who were bond fide intending to examine into the claims and rights of those 
parties to do so ? — I think not. _ r 

8'?o. It was therefore unavoidable, in a certain degree, that a number ot per- 
sons should get in who ought not to have got in?— I should think so. 

8^11. Are you aware of the arrangements that were made, preparatory to the 
registry in making out the lists ; are you aware that the lists were made out m 
a mere alphabetical arrangement, without reference to the districts and parishes . 

0s ■ 

8i 2 Are you not of opinion that that, of itself, must lead necessarily to 
a great deal of difficulty and perplexity, and embarrass those that wanted to 
investigate the claims of the different parties ?— I think so, certainly ; and that it 
the registry was in parishes, it would be a great deal better. 

Supposing persons were hoTid fide intending to examine into the claims 
of the respective parties to register, those persons must, in the nature of things, 
have been greatly embarrassed, and found great obstacles in their way from the 
want of a district arrangement ? — I think so, certainly. 

8^4. Are you of opinion that it would be a favourable change, with a view to 
securing a bond fide constituency, to require that the lists of claimants to register 
should be made out in such a manner as to have reference both to the districts 
and to the alphabetical arrangement of the names? — I think that a parish 
registry would insure a bond fide and good registry better than the way in which 

it is done now. , . ^ , 

835. When you say a “ parish registry, you mean making out parochial 

lists ?~Yes, and even registered in the parishes. _ 

836. Would you likewise have a similar arrangement with a view_ to the 
elections; would you have a parochial arrangement as well as alphabetical ? 

Exactly so. , , • 2. 

837. Is there any other suggestion that you would offer, with a view to pro- 
ducing a bond fide constituency, and excluding fictitious votes ? Nothing occuis 
to my mind at present. 

838. Chairman.] You have stated, that under the Reform Bill a class of very 
proper persons has become voters, namely, the householders ; and that if the pro- 
visions of the Reform Bill were strictly attended to, as you suppose they ought to 
be attended to, that class of voters would be a very proper class to be admitted to 
the elective franchise ? — Very much so, I think. 

839. And in consequence of that class being admitted, you have stated that 
your general opinion is, tliat the present constituency is a better constituency 
than the former one ?— As being composed of those who were entitled to the fran- 
chise, but were deprived of it before. 

840. Although that class of persons has been enfranchised, has not another 
veiy numerous class of persons been disfranchised ? — None but the 40 s. free- 

' holders, who as long as they live will be entitled to their votes. 

841 . Have not the non-resident freemen been disfranchised ?— That has been 

decided one way and decided the other. 8 Is 

0.46. 
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842. Is it not the fact, that they do not practically appear upon the registry ? 
—They all appear upon the registry ; I have nearly 400 of them upon the regis- 
try, and they did vote at the last election. 

843. Mr. Beamish.'] Can you say how many of them voted at the last election ? 

• — I could not say now. 

844. Chairman.] Besides those that appear upon the registry, is there not 
a large body that never have appeared upon the registry? — Yes, there are a 
great many. 

845. Were the non-resident freemen, as a body, respectable individuals ? — 
Very generally so ; men of property. 

846. Mr. Serjeant JachsonT] Are not they most country gentlemen r — Country 
gentlemen mostly. 

847. Mr. M. J. O'Connell.] And in respect of their property they have votes- 
in the parts of the country in which they reside? — Yes. 

848. But have no connexion with Cork or its trade? — Certainly not, as a 
body. There may be a few individuals of them that have some interest in. 
trade in Coi’k birt I tliink they have no right to interfere in our elections. 



Luna, 12° die Februarii, 1838. 
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Mr. Serjeant Jackson. 
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Lord Granville Somerset. 



Lord GRANVILLE SOMERSET, in the Ch.\ir. 



Mr. James Lane, called in ; and further Examined. 

849. Mr. Serjeant JaclcsonJ] YOU on the last day desired to have an oppor- 
tunity of checking the remaining cases in which persons might appear to be- 
upon the register and not upon the valuations; have you done so? — I have. 

850. Are you now prepared to give the Committee the results ? — I am. 

851. Will you now turn to the next case which appears upon the printed 
register, of a party who was registered out of a house, and who does not appear 
to be in the valuation either of 1828 or 1832 ? — The next is Thomas Geary, 
coach -globe maker, Douglas-street ; house at Douglas-street ; 10?. householder, 
registei'ed the 14 th of November 1832 . 

8,52. Is he upon either of the valuations? — He was put on the supple-, 
mentary valuation at 5 ?., and he appealed personally against the valuation, and 
was struck out. 

853. The grand jury investigated his claim and allowed it? — They allowed 
it ; I could not take upon me to say whether they investigated it. 

854. Is not it the course of business that, when a man presents an appeal, the- 
grand jury investigate the claim ? — Of course. 

855. Have you any reason to suppose that they neglected it in this particular 
case ? — No. 

856. Mr. Beamish.] Do you conceive that the grand jury take much pains to 
ascertain whether the case of the party appealing be founded upon fact before 
they come to a conclusion r — I would say in a general way, they do ; but I would 
not say they did altogether in this case, because the applications were so 
numerous, that they seemed to go very hastily over them at the latter end. 

857. Then, in the case of this supplementary valuation, they did not take the 
usual time which they did upon former occasions ? — I think not, with houses 
valued at 5 1 . 

858. Mr. Serjeant Jaclcson.] Are not the grand jury sworn to the due per- 
formance of their duty ?— They ai*e. 

859. Are they not a respectable class of gentlemen in the city of Cork? — Very 
much so ; Mr. Beamish is one of the gentlemen. 

860. Was he one of the gentlemen upon that grand jury ? — He was. 

861. Have you any reason to suppose that these gentlemen, being sworn to 

perform 
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.perform their duty accurately, could be guilty of neglect in the discharge of it ? — 
I could not suppose they would be guilty of neglect, but they might not go so 
critically into eveiy case, where there were a vast number, as they would other- 
wise. 

862. They might not spend so much time on particular cases as they had 
done upon former occasions when there were but few before them ; but, never- 
theless, have you any doubt that they would discharge their duty conscientiously ? 
—No. 

863. And satisfy their minds? — Yes. 

864. Did they swear the individuals ? — They did ; before ever they heard any 
evidence from an individual he was sworn. 

865. Mr. LittonP\ Was there other evidence than the man’s oath himself upon 
the question of valuation ? — Very seldom. 

866. Was there always his oath ? — Always his oath. 

867. And there was sometimes evidence aliunde to corroborate his oath? — 
Yes. 

868. Hence the grand jury in no case allowed the claim, except upon the 
oath of some one ?■ — 'Never, except upon oath. 

869. And they were themselves bound by oath to do their duty as grand 
jurors? — Yes. 

870. Hence, in every case, there was the tie of a double oath to lead them to a 
decision ? — There was. 

871. Mr. Beamish.'] You stated that in many of those cases the parties ap- 
pealed from the valuation. Are you satisfied that those appeals were always 
allowed upon the amount of the valuation, or were they allowed upon the ground 
of the jDarty pleading inability to pay ? — I do not recollect that they ever entered 
into the inability of the person to pay, if the premises appeared to be worth the 
money they were valued at. 

872. Chairman.] Was not the effect of their permitting those individuals to 
be struck off the rates, that of raising the rates to other parties ? — Yes, certainly. 

873. Supposing the, grand jury to have permitted that without sufficient rea- 
son, were they not acting unjustly with the great body of rate-payers? — I would 
say they were. 

874. Was the feeling of the grand jury generally, so far as you could form'^an 
opinion, that the valuation was correct, or that.it was rather too high? — In seve- 
ral instances rather too high. 

875. Are you aware of any instance in which any positive opinion was ex- 
pressed by the grand jury that the valuation was too low ? — I did not hear them 
express an opinion to that eff’ect at any period. 

876. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Will you state the next person that appears upon 
the printed register, and who does not appear upon the valuation-book? — The 
next is William Hayes, carpenter, Devonshire-street; a house at Devonshire- 
street; 1 0 /. householder, registered the 13 th October 1832 : I cannot find him 
in any of the valuations. The next is John Healy, labourer, at Bridewell-lane ; 
a house at Bridewell-lane; 10/. householder, registered the 15 tli October 1832 : 
I cannot find any trace of him in the valuations. The next is William Healy, 
coach-maker. High-street; a house in High-street; 10/. householder, registered 
the 16 th of October 1832 . 

877. Where is High-street? — I do not know ; I have no such place in either 
of the valuations. The next is Timothy Healy, master tailor, Bishop-street ; a 
Iiouse in Bishop-street; 10 1 . householder, registered the 18 th of October 1832 : 
I cannot find any trace of him in the valuation-books. The next is John Hickej'-, 
carpenter, Vickers-street ; a house in Vickers-street ; 10 /. householder, registered 
the loth of October 1832 : he was valued in the supplementary valuation at 5 /., 
and he appealed orally, and his appeal was allowed, and he has never been 
rated since. The next is Daniel Horgan, labourer, Donovan’s-lane ; a house and 
yard at Donovan’s-lane; 10 /. iiouseholder, registered 20th of October 1832 : I 
cannot find him in any of the valuations. The next is Robert Hollowwood, 
nailer. Maypole-road ; a house at Maypole-road ; 10 /. householder, registered the 
20 tli of October 1832 : I have no sign of him in the valuation. The next is 
Daniel Hurley, coal-dealer, Barrack-street; a warehouse in Cove-street; 10/. 
householder, registered 25 tli of October 1832 . 

0./16. G 2 878. And 



Mr. James Lane. 



12 February 1838. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




44 



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE 



Mr. James Lane, 



12 February 1838. 



878. And has never been rated since ?— And has never been rated since. The 
next is Denis Hurley, slater, Cove-street; a house in Cove-street; 10/. householder, 
registered 25th October 1832 : he was valued in the supplementary valuation at 
5l, and struck out on appeal. The next is William Hurley, printer, Dunbar-street; 
10/. householder, registered the 25th of October 1832 : \ cannot find any trace of 
him in the valuation, and I do not find that he paid any rates at any time. The 
next is John Hickson, corn-broker, Denroche’s-cross ; house and premises at Den- 
roche’s-cross ; lOl. householder, registered the 24th of November 1832 : Ifindno 
trace of him in the valuation. The next is Henry Francis Harris, cabinet-maker, 
Tuckey-street ; a shop in Tuckey-street ; 1 0 Z. householder, registered the 25th of 
November 1832 ; I do not find that he overpaid any rates. The next is Edward 
Jameson, gentleman, Douglas-street; a house in Douglas-street, corner of Donovan- 
street ; lOZ. householder, registered 26th October 1832 : I can find no such house, 
nor his name in the valuation. The next is Denis Keily, wheelwright, Shanden- 
street ; a house at Shanden-street ; 10 Z. householder, registered 27th of October 
1832: I cannot find any trace of him in the valuation. The next is Edward 
Kenny, tailor, Coleman’s-lane ; a house at Coleman’s-lane; 10/. householder, 
registered the 3d of November 1832; I cannot find that he was ever valued. 
The next is Daniel Loland, woollen-manufacturer, Brocklesby-street ; 1 0 Z. 
householder, registered 23d of October 1832.— I think this is a mistake in printing 
the book, and that it ought to be “ Leland.” 

879. Do you know there is a woollen-manufacturer of the name of Leland? — 
I do. 

880. But you know of no Loland? — No. 

881. Have you searched for both names, and do you find liim in the valuation 
under either name? — I do not find either name in the valuation. 

882. Who comes next ? — John Leary, Eason’s-hill ; a house at Eason’s-hill ; 
lOZ. householder, registered the 31st of October 1832 : I do not find that he was- 
ever in the valuation. The next is Philip Leahy, woolcomber. Cattle-lane; 
a house in Cattle-lane ; lOZ. householder, the 2d of November 1832 : I do not 
find that he was ever in the valuation. The next is William Lynch, shipwright, 
Thomas-street ; a house in Thomas-street ; 10 Z. householder, 2d of November, 
1832 ; he was valued in the supplementary valuation at 5 Z., and appealed, and 
was struck out. The next is Denis Leary, yeoman, Boyce’s-street; a house and 
yard in Boyce’s-street; 10/. householder, 21st of November 1832 ; he was valued 
in the supplementaiy valuation at 5 Z., and he appealed, and was stnxck out, and 
has never since been rated. The next is Humphrey Leary, labourer, Cat-lane ; 
a house and yard at Cat-lane ; a 10 Z. householder ; he was valued in the supple- 
mentary valuation at sZ., and appealed against it orally, and was struck out. 

883. Is not Cat-lane a poor part of the town? — It is very poor. 

884. And so is Boyce’s-street, is not it? — Boyce’s-street consists of newly- 
built houses. Boyce’s-street was not at all in the valuation of 1828, and several 
houses were brought into the supplemental valuation. The next is Jeremiah 
Leahy, labourer. Quarry-lane; a house in Quarry-lane ; 1 0 Z. householder, 21st 
of November 1832: I do not find him in the valuation. The next is Daniel 
Linehan, dyer, Cove-street; a house in Cove-street'; 10 Z. householder, 21st of 
November 1832 : he was valued in the supplementary valuation at 5 Z. and he 
appealed, and was struck out, and he has not been rated since. The next is 
William Lynch, cotton-weaver, York-street; ahouscin York-street; alO/. house- 
holder, the 22d of November 1832 : he was valued in the supplementary valua- 
tion at 5 /., and appealed, and his appeal was allowed. 

885. And he has never since been rated?— No. The next is John Lynch, 
sawyer, George’s-street ; shop in Gcorge’s-strcet ; loZ. householder, 22d of 
November 1832 : I do not find him in the valuation at all. Although I can find 
no trace of this man paying rates in any way, I suppose he had a shop some- 
where in George’s-street ; some other person might pay the rates for him. 
The next is Patrick Linehan, Eason’s-hill ; house on Eason s-hill ; 1 0 Z. house- 
holder, 26th November 1832 : I do not find any trace of him in the books. 

886 . Do you find the place? — Yes. 

887. Mr. Beamish.] What trade is he ?— It is not stated in the register. The 
next is Morgan Lynch, cooper, Old Chapcl-lane; house and store in Old Chapel- 
lane ; 10 /. householder, registered the 26th November 1832 : I do not find any 
trace of him at all in the valuation. The next is Michael Lawton, Marlborough- 
street; house in Marlborough-street; 10 /. householder, 27th of November 1832 : 

I cannot 
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I cannot find that lie has ever been valued. The next is Daniel Leahy, jingle- 
driver, Pope’s-quay; house and premises on Pope’s-quay ; 10 householder, 28th 
November 1832 : I cannot find any trace of him in the valuation. The next is 
John Madden, tailor, Douglas-street ; house at Douglas-street ; 1 0 /. householder, 
3d of November 1832 : he was valued in the supplementary valuation at 5 L, he 
appealed, and was struck out, and has never been rated since. The next is 
George Marrell, carpenter, Evergreen-street; house at Evergi-een-street ; 10/. 
householder, 5th of November 1832; I cannot find that he was ever valued. 
The next is Denis M‘Carthy, vintner. Blarney -lane ; house in Blarney -lane ; 
registered the 6th of November 1832 : he was valued in the supplementary 
valuation at 6 /., he appealed in writing, and was struck out. The next is John 
M‘Carthy, millwright, Cockpit-lane; house in Cockpit-lane; 10 /. householder, 
6th of November 1832 : I do not find him in the valuation at all. The next is 
Alexander M‘Auliffe, tailor, Dominick-street ; house and concems in Dominick- 
street ; 10 /. householder, 8th of November 1832 : I do not find any trace of him 
in the valuations. 

888. When you say that you do not find any trace of any individual in the 
valuation, that is equivalent to saying that such a person has not been rated ? — 
Yes; in all those instances that I give, I say that I can neither find them in the 
valuation, nor can I find their names in the payment of rates. 

88g. That is to be understood as applying to all these? — Yes. The next is 
Charles M‘Carthy, cooper. Abbey-street; a house in Abbey-street; 1 0/. householder, 
8th of November 1832 : he was valued in the supplementary valuation at 5/., 
and he appealed, and was struck out, and has not been since rated. The next is 
James Molony, broker, York-street; house at York-street; 10/. householder, 
9th of November 1832 : he was valued in the supplementary valuation at 5 /.; 
he appealed, and his appeal was allowed, and he has not been since rated. 
Andrew Moore, merchant’s porter, Shine’s-yard ; a house at Shine’s-yard; 10 1. 
householder, 10th of November 1832 : there is no such person, nor any such place 
in the valuation ; I never heard of such a place in Cork till I saw it here, and I 
cannot find it anywhere. The next is Michael Murphy, victualler, Green- 
street; warehouse at Green-street ; 10/. householder, loth of November 1832 : 
I have no such person, nor any such place as Green-street in the valuation. 
The next is Jonas, Murphy, victualler, New-lane, city of Cork ; house and 
premises at New-lane; 10 /. householder, registered the 10th of November, 1832: 
he was valued in the supplementary valuation for a dwelling-house, 5 /., and an 
out-house, 2 /., and he appealed, and was struck out. The next is Thomas 
Morrisy, shoe-maker, at Sunday’s-Well-road, in the city of Cork ; house at 
Sunday’s-well-road ; 10 /. householder, 12th of November 1832 ; he was valued 
in the supplementary valuation at 5 /. ; he appealed, and his appeal was allowed. 
The next is Patrick Mullins, turnkey, New-lane, city of Cork ; house at New- 
lane, 12th of November 1832 : I find no trace of him in the valuation. The 
next is John Murphy, carpenter, Fair-lane; house and premises at FaiiMane; 
10 /. householder, registered the 12th of November 1832 : he was valued in the 
supplementary valuation at 5 /. ; he appealed, and his appeal was allowed. The 
next is Michael Murphy, clothier, NaiTow-lane ; a house and premises at Nar- 
row lane ; 10/. householder, registered 13th November 1832 : that is a place 
that I have not in any valuation. 

8go. Where is Narrow-lane ?— I know where Broad-lane is, but I do not 
know where Narrow-lane is. The next is Michael Moore, slater, Nicholas- 
church-lane ; a house at Nicholas-church-lane ; 10 /. householder, registered the 
19th of November 1832 : he is valued in the supplementary valuation at _5 /., 
and he appealed, and was struck out. The next is Thomas Murphy, tailor, 
Christ-church-lane ; house at Christ-church-lane ; a 10 /. householder, registered 
the 21st of November 1 832 : he was valued in the supplementary valuation at 5 /., 
and he appealed, and was struck out, and has never since been taxed. The 
next is Denis Murphy, shoemaker, Douglas-street; a house at Douglas-street; 
a 10 /. liouseholder, registered 21st of November 1832 ; I cannot find any trace 
of him in the valuation. The next is Thomas M'Aulifl'e, accountant, York-street; 
a house at York-stveet; 10 /. householder, registered the 23d of November 1832: 
he was valued in the supplementary valuation at 5 /., and he appealed, and was 
struck out. 

8gi. And he has been exempt from taxation since ? — Yes. The next is John 
Moran, glassblower, Bandon-road ; a house in Bandon-road ; a 10 /. householder, 
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registered the 23d of November 1832 : I do not find him in any of the valua- 
tions. The next is Michael Murphy, trunkmaker, Phillips’s-lane ; a house at 
Phillips’s-lane ; a 1 0 /. householder, registered 23d of November 1832 : he was 
valued in the supplementary valuation at Ql., and he appealed ; his appeal was 
allowed, and he has since been exempt from taxation. The next John Marra, 
stonemason, Blarney-lane; house at Blarney-lane ; 10/. householder, registered 
the 24tli of November 1832 : he was valued in the supplementary valuation at 
5 /., and he appealed, and was struck out. The next is Redmond Mahoney, Long- 
lane; house at Long-lane; 10 /. householder, registered the 24th of November 
1832 : I cannot find any trace of him in the valuations. The next is David 
Moore, master cooper, Mallow-lane; a house at Mallow- lane ; lO/. house- 
holder, registered the 27th of November 1832 : I do not find him in any oi the 
valuations. The next is Edmund Manning, master baker, York-street; house 
at York-street ; 10/. householder, registered the 28th November 1832 : he was 
valued in the supplementary valuation at 5 /., and he appealed, and was struck 
out. The next is David M‘Sweeny, butcher, Baillie’s-lane; a shop at Mai’ket- 
lane ; 10/. householder, registered 28th of November 1832; I do not find any 
trace of him in the valuations. 

892. Where are the premises out of which he is registered ? — Market-lane is 
a passage into the market, where there are stalls ; I take it to be merely a mar- 
ket stall; there are several butchers’ stalls in Market-lane. The next is John 
Nagle, weighmaster, Ski ddyscastl e-lane ; house in Skiddyscastle-lane ; 10/. 
householder, registered the 11th of October 1832: he was valued in the sup- 
plementary valuation at 5/., and he appealed, and was struck out. The next is 
Edmund Noonan, weaver. Backwater-course ; house and concerns at the Back- 
water-course ; 10/. householder,registeredthel2thof October 1832 : I do not find 
him in the valuation, and there are no premises valued on the Backwater-course. 
The next is David Nunan, York-street ; house and concerns at York-street ; 10 /. 
householder, registered the 12tli October 1832: he was valued in the supple- 
mentary valuation at 5/., and he appealed, and was struck out. The next is 
Morris Neville, Blarney-lane ; house and premises at Blarney-lane ; 10 /. house- 
holder, registered 14th of November 1832: I do not find any trace of him as 
paying rates or valued in any way. The next is Denis Neill, painter, Portney’s- 
lane ; house in Portney’s-lane ; registered 16th of November 1832: I do not 
find him in any valuation. The next is John O’Connor, accountant. Mallow- 
lane ; a house at Mallow-lane; 10/. householder, registered 13th of October 
1832: I do not find him in any valuation. The next is John O’Leary, la- 
bourer, Baillie’s-lane, city of Cork ; house at Baillie’s-lane ; registered the 16th 
of November 1832 : he is valued in the supplementary valuation at 5/. 

893. Did he appeal against that? — I will not say whether it was he, because 
there' are a parcel of houses belonging to a man of the name of Stanton, one of 
which is O’Leary’s; but the appeal was made in respect of the premises, and all 
of them allowed ; six of them. 

894. This house, together with five others, belonged to the same person, and 
that person petitioned the grand jury, and got them all exempted ; and this 
individual and his tenement have since been exempt from taxation ? — Yes. The 
next is Patrick O’Mullane, publican. Fish-market-lane ; house at Fish-market- 
lane ; 10/. householder, registered 16th of October 1832 : I do not find him in 
any valuation. The next is John Oakshott, carpenter, Phillips’s-lane ; shop at 
Phillips’s-lane; 10/. householder, registered 2d of November 1832; I do not 
find him in any valuation. The next is Thomas O’Brien, stonemason, Mannix’s- 
square; a house at Mannix’s-square ; registered the 3d of November 1832: 
I do not find him in the valuation ; I have not Mannix’s-square at all in the 
valuation. The next is Joseph O’Connor, shopkeeper, Blarney-lane ; house at 
Blarney-lane; registered 15th of November 1832: he was valued in the supple- 
mentary valuation at 5/., and appealed, and was exempted. The next is 
Cornelius O’Connell, painter, Bastable-square ; a house at Bastable-square ; 
10/. householder, registered the 24th of November 1832 : I do not find either 
the name of this man or the name of the place in the valuation; I never heard 
of Bastable-square till I saw it here. The next is William Power, arcliitcct, Dean- 
street; a house at Dean-street ; registered thclSth of October 1832 : Ido find his 
name in the valuation. The next is James Purcell, stonecutter, Douglas-street ; 
house at Douglas-street ; registered the 18th of October, 1832 : he is valued in 
the supplementary valuation at 5/., and he appealed and was exempted. The 
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next is Robert Potter, servant, Hughes’s-lane ; a house at Hughes’s-lane ; regis- Mr. James Lane. 

tered the 8th of November 1 832 : I do not find any trace of him in the valuation. 

The next is William Penrose, writing-clerk, Francis-street ; house at Francis- 12 February 1838. 
street ; registered the 2lst of November 1832 : I do not find him in the valuation. 

The next is Thomas Pulvertaft, brusli-maker. Great Britain-street ; house at 
Great Britain-street ; registered 23d of November 1832 : I do not find him in the 
valuation. The next is John Quinnell, nailer, Morley’s-lane ; a liouse at Mor- 
ley’s-lane ; registered the 14th of November 1832 : he was valued in the supple- 
mentary valuation ; he had two houses valued in Morley’s-lane at 5 1. each, and 
they were both appealed against, and both struck out, and they have been both 
exempted since. 

895. Did he register out of one house or out of two houses ? — He registered out 
of one house. The next is James Riordan, weaver, Curry’s-rock ; houses at 
Curry’s-rock ; I'egistered the 20th October 1832. 

896. Where is Curry’s-rock? — It is under the North Infirmary : I do not find 
any trace of that person, nor any such place, in the valuation. The next is 
William Riordan, livery stable-keeper. Bishop-street ; house and concerns at 
Bishop-street; registered 22d of October 1832: he was valued in the supple- 
mentary valuation at 5 and he appealed from that, and was struck out._ The 
next is George Ross, slater, Moriarty’s-lane; house in Moriarty’s-lane; registered 
the 22d of October 1832 : he was valued in the supplementary valuation at 5 
and appealed, and was struck out. The next is Matthew Ryan, butter-buyer. 

Bishop-street; house at Bishop-street; registered the 5th of November 1832 : 

I do not find any trace of him anywhere in the valuation. The next is Edward 
Riordan, brogue-maker ; house and shop at Bandon-road ; registered 24th of 
November 1832 : I have no trace of him in the valuation. The next is Michael 
Smith, dealer, Pembroke-lane ; house at Pembroke-lane ; registered 24th of 
October 1832 : I do not find him in any of the valuations ; I have no house at 
all valued in Pembroke-lane. The next is William Sullivan, yeoman. Cat-lane; 
house at Cat-lane ; registered 25th of October 1832 : he was valued in the sup- 
plementary valuation at 5 1., and he appealed, and was struck out. The next is 
Thomas Scannell, cooper. Fair-lane; house and concerns at Fair-lane; registered 
the Gth of November 1832 : he was valued in the supplementary valuation at 
5 Z., and he appealed, and was exempted. The next is Jeremiah Sullivan, smith, 

Blarney-lane ; registered out of a house and shop in Blarney-lane the 5th of 
November 1832 : I do not find him in any of the valuations. The next is 
Patrick Sullivan, carpenter, Clarence-street ; house at Clarence-street; registered 
8th of November 1 832 : I do not find him in the valuation. The next is Daniel 
Sullivan, millwright, Eason’s-hili ; house at Eason’s-hill ; registered 8th of 
November 1832: he was valued in the supplementary valuation at 5/., and 
he appealed, and was struck out. The next is James Sullivan, nailer, York- 
street; house and yard in York-street ; registered 13th of November 1832 : he 
was valued in the supplementary valuation at 5 I, and he appealed, and was 
struck out. The next is John Scanlan, inn-keeper, Mannix’s-square ; house and 
concern at Mannix’s-square; registered 14th of November 1832 : I do not find 
him in the valuation. The next is John Street, carpenter. Abbey -street ; regis- 
tered 14th of November 1832 : I do not find any trace of liim in the valuation. 

The next is Joseph Sullivan, shoemaker. Great Britain-street ; a house in Great 
Britain-street; registered the 17th of November 1832 : he was valued in the 
supplementary valuation at 5/., and he appealed, and was struck out, and has 
never been taxed since. The next is Francis Steed, shoemaker, Peter s Church- 
lane; a house at Peter’s Church-lane; registered 23d of November 1832 : I do 
not find any trace of him in the valuation. The next is John Sullivan, 
cooper, Quarry’s-rock ; house at Quarry’s-rock ; registered the 27th of November 
1832 : I do not find any trace of him in the valuation ; I have no such place 
as Quarry’s-rock. The next is James Sheehan, victualler, Old Market-place ; 
shop at Market-lane ; 28th of November 1832 : I do not find him in the valuation. 

The next is Morgan Sweeney, butcher, Cattle Market-street; shop at Market- 
lane ; registered 29th of November 1832 : I do not find him in the valuation. 

The next is John Tobin, publican, Leitrim-strcct; house at Leitrim-street ; 
registered 29th of October 1832 : I do not find him in the valuation. The 
next is Samuel Thomas, carpenter. Old Market-23lace ; a liouse in Old Market- 
place; registered 9tli November 1832: he was valued in the supplementary 
valuation at 3 /., he appealed, and was exempted. The next is James Tooniey, 
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Mr. James Lane, blacksmith, Cove-street ; house at Cove-street ; registered the 14th of November 
' 1832: I do not find him in the valuation. The next is William Virchvile, broad- 

February 1838. cloth-weaver, Great Britain-street ; house at Great Britain-street ; registered 
12th of November 1832 : I do not find him in either of the valuations. The 
next is William Williams, leather-stainer, Francis-street ; house at Francis-street ; 
registered 31st of October 1832: he was valued in the supplementary valuation 
at 5/., and he appealed, and his appeal was allowed, and he has not since been 
rated. The next is James Willard, stone-cutter. Fair-lane ; a house at Fair-lane ; 
registered 31st October 1832: he was valued in the supplementary valuation at 
5 he appealed, and his appeal was allowed, and he has not since been rated. 
The next is Nicholas Walsh, slater. Great Britain-street ; house at Great Britain- 
street; registered the 10th of November 1832 : he was valued in the supplemen- 
tary valuation at 6L, and he appealed, and his appeal was allowed. The next is 
Samuel Wynn, baker. Cross-street; house at Cross-street; registered 12th No- 
vember 1832 : I find no trace of him in the valuation. The next is Jonas 
Wagner, shoemaker. North Chapel-street; house at North Chapel-street; regis- 
tered the 19th of November 1832 : Ido not find him in the valuation. The 
next is Richard Welsh, carpenter, Beal’s-alley ; a workshop at New-street, late 
Clother’s-lane ; registered the 26th of November 1832 : I do not find him in any 
of the valuations. The next is John Welsh Baker, wheelwright, Leitrim-street ; 
shop at Leitrim-street ; registered 29th of November 1832 : I do not find him in 
any of the valuations. TJiose are all the names that I find upon the register, and 
not in either of the valuations. 

S97. Are you able to supply the Committee also with the names of any such 
persons as appear to have been valued in either of the valuations, to an amount 
above 5 Z. and under 10 /., and whose names appear upon the register as 10/. 
householders ? — The first person is John Ahern, wine and spirit-dealer, Domi- 
ni ck-street ; house and concerns in Dominick-street ; registered the 1 3th of No- 
vember 1832 : he was valued at 5 /. 

8g8. Did he appeal from that? — No, he did not; it is a valuation that has 
existed from 1828. 

899. Mr. Beamish.'] You have no knowledge whether those premises were in- 
creased in value between 1828 and 1832? — No. 

900. That property might be worth 10 /., for anything you know? — I do not 
know. 

901. You do not know what the value of that house might have been when he 
came to register in 1832? — I do not. 

902. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] You do not know whether any change took 
place in it or not ? — I do not. 

903. Will the collector be able probably to give us information as to that? — 
I should think they would. The j^rincipal collector was Mr. Guard, who is dead. 

904. Is there any other collector for that district? — Yes; there have been two 
since Mr. Guard’s death, Mr. Deeble and Mr. Dunbar ; Mr. Deeble had one 
half year’s collection in the city. 

905. And he possesses a good deal of information respecting the district 
which lies beyond the suburbs, and within the liberties ? — Yes, he does. 

906. Is there any other person who has better information respecting that 
district than Mr. Deeble ? — There cannot be, for he was 15 years collector in the 
liberties. 

907. Then if you were called upon to name a person who would be a most 

desirable person to give us information respecting the liberties, would you name 
Mr. Deeble ? — I think so. ^ 

go8. Mr. Beamish.] Are you aware whether Mr. Guard attended the registry 
in 1832? — He did. 

909. Then he was enabled to have spoken to the value of the premises of the 
parties coming to register, from his own knowledge of the district in whicli he 
was collector? — Yes. 

910. And if he conceived that parties were coming to register who had no 
right, would not he have objected? — I should suppose so. 

911. Did he not, in fact, do so with respect to many? — I believe he did. 

912. Mr. Seijeant Jackson.] What is the name of the next pei’son who ap- 
pears to have been valued at a sura under 10 /. ? — The next is John Aherne, 
victualler, Dominick-street ; house at Dominick-street ; registered 1 3th of No- 
vember 1832 . he was valued at 5/. in 1828. 

913. Was 
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913. Was there any appeal from him? — No. 

914. Mr. Beamish.'] Are all that you are now about to give the Committee 
parties that were valued and did not appeal? — So far as I have gone. There 
are three John Ahornes, one after another, registering out of houses in Domi- 
nick-street, all registered on the same day, and I have but two on the valuation. 

915. What is the trade of the third man? — Victualler. 

916. How are they described upon the valuation? — There is not the trade; 
there is merely the name in the valuation. 

917. Are they both valued at oZ. ? — Both valued at sZ. 

918. What is the next that you find valued under lOZ. ? — John Brown, shoe- 
maker, Fishamble-lane ; house in Fishamble-lane, registered the 16th of Octo- 
ber 1832: he was valued at 8 Z. The next is Timothy Broderick, salter, Blar- 
ney-lane; house in Blarney-lane; registered the 16th of October 1832: he was 
valued at 6Z. ; that was under the supplementary valuation; he did not appeal. 
The next is John Buckley, cooper; house and warehouse at Great Britain- 
street ; registered the 17th of October 1832 : he was valued at 8Z. The next is 
Timothy Buckley, shopkeeper, Douglas-street; shop and dwelling-house at 
Douglas-street ; registered the 3d of November 1832 ; he was valued at 6 Z. The 
next is Edward Barr}^ spirit-dealer, Church-street ; a house in Church-street; 
registered the 2d of November 1832:. he was valued in the supplementaiy 
valuation for a store and shop at 5 Z. ; he appealed, and his appeal was not granted. 

919. Is there any instance of a person appealing as for too high a rate of 
value, and the grand jury surcharging him at all ? — No. 

920. Who is the next person that appears upon the register who is valued 
under 10 Z.? — The next is John Brady, gentleman, Nicholas-street ; house at 
Nicholas-street ; registered 3d of November 1832 : he was valued at 8 Z. The next 
is Edmund Ban-ett, merchant, Dominick-street ; registered out of a house in Domi- 
nick -street, the 5th of November 1832: he was valued at 8 /. The next is Edward 
Bryan, carpenter, Nicholas-street ; house in Nicholas-street ; registered 4th 
November 1832 : he was valued at 6 Z. in 1828. The next is John Buckley, 
cooper. Cove-street ; house in Cove-street ; registered 14th November 1832 : he 
was valued at 6 Z. The next is Henry Bryan, shoemaker, Francis-street ; house 
and shop in Francis-street ; registered loth November 1832 ; he w^as valued at 
9 Z. The next is Stephen H. Bremacombe, accountant. Watercourse ; house at 
the Watercourse ; registered on the 15th November 1832 : he was valued at 9 Z. 
The next is John William Baldwin, Nicholas-street; house and premises in 
Nicholas-street: registered the 19th of November 1832: he was valued at 8 Z. 
The next is William Barry, shoemaker, George’ s-street ; house in George’s-street ; 
registered the 29th of November 1832 : he is valued at 5 Z. in 1828. The next is 
Cornelius Cahill, huckster, Paul’s-street ; house in Paul’s-street ; registered the 
19th of October 1832 ; he was valued at 8 Z. The next is Patrick Canty, corn- 
broker, Bandon-road ; house and concerns in Bandon-road ; the 20th of October 
1832: he was valued at 9 Z. The next is John Clifford, carpenter, Sunday’s-well ; 
house at Sunday’s-well; the 20th of October 1832: he was valued at 5 Z. in 
1828. The next is Conielius Collins, shopkeeper. Blarney-lane ; house and shop 
in Blarney-lane ; registered the 21st of October 1832 : he -was valued at 5 Z. in 
1828. The next is Cornelius Collins again, accountant, Dominick-street; house 
and concerns in Dominick-street ; 22d of October 1832 : he was valued at 5Z. in 
1828; and I should say, that that man probably improved the place, for in 
1 828, it was put down as “ ruins, office, and stores it is probable that after that 
valuation he improved the place. 

921. Do you know whether he did or not r— No, I do not. The next is Bai*- 
tholomew Conroy, harness-maker, Tuckey-street ; a shop in Tuckey-street ; the 
29th of October 1832 : he is valued at 6 Z. in 1828. The next is John Corkery, 
broker, Kyrl’s-stroet ; house in K)nrs-street ; the 23d of October 1832: he was 
valued at 5 Z. in 1828. The ne.xt is Daniel Costello, servant, Leitrim-street ; 
a house in Leitrim-street ; the 23d of October 1832 : he was valued at 8 Z. The 
next is Michael Cooney, cooper, Douglas-street ; house in Douglas-street, 24th 
of October 1832 : lie w'as valued at SZ. in 1828. The next is John Cremcii, 
victualler. Fair-lane; house in Fair-lane; the 24th of October 1832: he was 
valued at 7 Z. in 1828. The next is John Cronin, cooper, Douglas-street; 
house at Douglas-street; 25th of October 1832 : he was valued at 5 Z. in 1828. 
The next is Enoch Cunningham, shopkeeper, Kyrl’s-quay; house tmd premises 
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on Kyrl’s-quay ; on the 25tli of October 1832: he was valued at 6 /. in 1828. 
The next is George Cunningham, dealer, Kyrl’s-quay ; house on Kyrl’s-quay ; 
registered the 25th of October 1832 : he is valued at 6 Z. in 1828. The next'^is 
Patrick Clane}^, linen and cotton manufacturer, Clarence-street ; house in Cla- 
rence-street ; 3d of November 1832 : he is valued at 8 ^. in 1828. The next js' 
David Cahill, labourer, Rawbuck’s-lane ; registered the 6 th of November 1832: 
he is valued at 6 /. in 1828. The next is John Callaghan, flannel-manufacturer, 
York -row; house in York -row ; 6 th of November 1832 : he is valued at 6 /. in 
1828. The next is Ralph Clear, smith, Duncan-street ; house in Duncan-street ; 
the 7th of November 1832 : he is valued at 8 1. in 1828. The next is William 
Clark, cabinet-maker. Cross-street ; house and premises in Cross-street ; the 7th 
of November 1832 : he is valued at 8 1. in 1828. 

922 . Has there been any subsequent valuation of any of those premises that 
you have been latterly deposing to as having been valued in 1828 ? — None. The 
next is Jeremiah Coleman, shoemaker, Blarney-lane ; a house in Blaraey-lane 
registered the 8 th of November: he is valued at 8 /. in 1828. The next is 
Thomas Corcoran, corn-broker. Blarney-lane ; house in Blarney-lane ; registered 
the 9 th of November : he stands at ol. in the valuation of 1828. John Connor,, 
publican, Blarney-lane ; house and concern in Blarney-lane ; 9th of October 
1 832 : he stands at 7 1. in the valuation of 1 828. The next is John Coffee, mason, 
Stephen-street ; house in Stephen-street ; registered the 9th of November 1832 : 
he is valued on the supplementary valuation at 6 1. The next is Timothy 
Cunningham, hair-dresser, Tobin-street ; house and shop in Tobin-street ; 1 Otli 
of November 1832 : he is valued at 6 1. in 1828. The next is Edmund Cooke, 
gentleman, Sunday’s-well ; house at Sunday’s-weil ; the 12 th of November 
1832 : he is valued at 5 /. in 1828. The next is William Cave, writing-clei'k, 
Sunday’s-well ; house and premises at Sunday’s-well ; 15th of November 1832 :- 
he is valued at 8 /. in 1828. The next is Patrick Connell, musical-striiig-maker, 
Hanover-street ; house in Hanover-street ; the 15th of November 1832 : he is 
valued at 8 1. in 1828. The next is Michael Clifton, tailor, York-street ; house 
in York-street; registered the 17th of November 1832: he is valued at ll. in 
1828. The next is William Clark, cooper, Douglas-street ; house in Douglas- 
street; registered the 19th of October 1832 : he was valued under the valuation 
of 1832 at 9/.; he appealed against it in March or April 1833, and it was 
reduced to 7 1. The next is John Clark, cooper, Quaker -road ; house in Quaker- 
road ; the 19th of October 1832: he was valued at Ql. in the supplementary 
valuation, and appealed against it, and was refused. The next is Jeremiah 
Cronin, York-street; house, shop, and concerns in York-street; the 23d of 
November 1832 : he is valued at ll. in 1828. The next is John Dooley, vintner, 
Douglas-street; dwelling-house, concerns, and yard in Douglas-street ; registered 
the 27th of October 1832 : he was valued at 7 1. on the supplementary valuation. 
The next is Patrick Driscoll, corn-dealer, Great Britain-street; dwelling-house in 
Great Britain-street ; registered the 29th of October 1832: he is valued at 5 /. in 
1828 . The next is James Drummy, wool-comber. Blarney -lane ; dwelling-house 
in Blarney -lane; the 29th of October 1832 : he is valued at 6 /. in 1828- The next 
is William Donovan, carpenter, Half-moon-street; house in Half-moon-street; the 
5th of November 1832 : he is valued at 6?. in the supplementary valuation. The 
next is John Dale, victualler, Sunday’s-well ; house at Sunday’s-well ; the 9 th of 
November 1832 : he is valued at ll in 1828. The next is Matthew Duhig, 
cooper, Clarence-street ; house in Clarence-street ; 10 th of November 1832 : he is 
valued at 8 /. in 1828. The next is John Donoghue, shopkeeper, Barrack-street ; 
house and shop at Barrack-street ; 19th of November 1832 : on the new valuation 
he is valued at 8 k The next is John Donoghue, labourer, Blackpool ; house at 
Blackpool; registered the 23d of November 1832: he is valued at 5 /. The 
next is Thomas Dromy, corn-factor, Bandon-road ; house at Bandon-road ; the 
23d of November 1832 : he is valued at 8 1. in 1828. The next is John Davis, 
chapman and dealer, Kyrl’s-street ; house and shop at KyiTs-strcet; registered 
the 24th of November 1832 : he is valued at 5 k in 1828. The next is John 
Dwyer, dealer, Kyrl’s-street; house and premises at Kyrl’s-street ; registered 
the 18 th of September 1833 : he is valued at 5 k in 1828. The next is Robert 
Dixon, brush-maker, Kyrl’s-street ; house and concerns at Kyrl’s-street ; regis- 
tered the 3d of April, 1835 : he is valued at 5 1. in 1828. The next is Michael 
Deady, .shopkeeper, Market-street; house at Market-street; the 25th of Septem- 
ber 1835 : he is valued at 5 /. in 1828. The next is Peter Denahy, shoemaker, 

Fishamble- 
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Fishamble-lane ; shop at Royal Arcade ; registered the 22 d of September 1 835 : 
his shop is valued in the supplementary valuation at 5 /. ; there was an appeal 
against the valuation, and it was reduced ; it was valued at 7 1 . and reduced to 
5 1 . ; the appeal was from the owner of the entire of the shops. There were 
a number of shops in the Arcade valued at different times, and the person that 
built the Arcade appealed generally against it. 

923 . Mr. Beami$k.'\ Are you aware what rents he gets from those shops? — 
I am not ; but I believe he gets good smart rents. The next is Denis Denahy j 
shop in the Royal Arcade ; registered at the same time : he stands in the valua* 
tion at 5 /. 

924 . Was there an appeal in that case? — There was. 

925 . Mr. Serjeant Jackson.'] Have you a recollection of those cases coming 
before the grand jury? — I have. 

926 . Did they examine that gentleman ? — They did. 

927 . Did they ask him what rents he got from the occupiers of those shops ? — 
I will not say exactly that they asked him that, but I know there was a great 
deal of discussion upon the subject. 

928 . Mr. Beamish.] Did notit appear that the owner of the property got very- 
large rents ? — He got rents, but I think he stated that he paid the rates upon 
them. 

929 . He was therefore anxious to lower the valuation of the whole of them ? — 
Yes; both of those houses were valued at 7 1 . and reduced to 5 1 . 

930 . Mr. Serjeant Jackson?^ You say there was a good deal of examination 
respecting them ? — -There was a good deal at that time. 

931 . Was Mr. Dean the appellant? — He was. 

932 . Who is the next? — Patrick Dayly, bookseller, PauFs-street ; a shop at 
Paul’s-street ; registered the 20 th of September 1835 : the house is valued at 
leZ. inl828, and he has half of it; there are two men living in it. 

933 . And he registers out of the shop alone ? — Yes. 

934 . Mr. Beamish.] What do you think is the proportion between the shop 
und the whole house, in point of value ? — I should say the shop is the least value. 

935 . Mr. Seijeant Jackson?\ Do you know the house well ? — I do not, I only 
guess ; but I think, that if he has any more than the shop, he has decidedly the 
best part of the house. The upper part of it must be a poor tenement. 

936 . Have you ever been in the house ? — No. 

937 . Have you ever made any observation upon that house ? — No ; but all 
the houses in that street are pretty much in the same way, occupied by very poor 
people. 

938 . It is rather a declining part of the to^vn, is not it? — It is rather so. 

939 . Who is the next ? — Michael Dorgan, cabinet-maker. Coach-street ; house 
in Coach-street; registered the 1st of January'' 1836 : he is valued at 6 Z. in 
1828. The next is David Duff, vintner, Douglas-street ; dwelling-house in 
Douglas-street ; x’egistered the 28 th of March 1836 : he is valued at 8/. ixilS28. 
The next is John Donohue, shopkeeper, Bari-ack-street ; house at Barrack-street ; 
registered 29th of March 1836: he was valued on the supplementary valuation 
in 1832 at 8 Z. The next is Henry Doyle, vintnei-, Douglas-street; house at 
Douglas-street; registered the 1 st of April 1836: he is valued at 6 Z. in 1828. 
The next is Thomas Delohery, victualler, New-lane; a house at New-lane; 
registered the 20th of June 1836: he is valued at 5 Z. in the new valuation. 
The next is Daniel Denahy, vintner, Mary-lane; house at Mary-lane ; registered 
the 21st of September 1836 : he is valued at 7 Z. in 1828. The next is Patrick 
Denny, gentleman. Blarney-lane ; house at Blarney-lane ; registered the 22d of 
September 1836; he is valued at 6/. in 1828. The next is John Donovan, 
tailor, Barrack-street ; house at Barrack-street ; registered the 22d of Septem- 
ber 1836: he is valued at 8 Z. in the supplementary valuation. The next is 
Thomas Dunn, linen-draper, York-street ; house at York-street; registered the 
22d of September 1836 : lie is valued at 7 Z. The next is Matthew Dwyer, shoe- 
maker, Tuckey-street ; shop at the Royal Arcade ; registered the 2d of January 
1837 : he is valued at 4 Z. : this is one of the shops upon which the valuation was 
appealed against ; it was valued at 5 1 . and reduced to 4 /, The next is Allen 
Dixon, painter, French Church-yard ; a warehouse in Wiliiam-street ; registered 
the 2d of January 1 837 : he is valued at 8 Z. in 1 828. The next is Robert Dixon, 
brush-maker, Kyii’s-street ; house at Kynl’s-street ; registered the 2d ot 
January 1837 : he is valued at 5 Z. in 1828. 
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Venei'is, 16° die Februarii, 1838 . 



MEMBERS PRESENT. 



Mr. Beamish. 

Sir Robert Ferguson. 
Mr. Fitzstephen French. 
Mr. Millies Gaskell. 

Mr. Hogg. 



Mr. Serjeant Jackson. 
Mr. Lelroy. 

Mr. Litton. 

Mr. Lucas. 

Lord Granville Somerset. 



Loed GRANVILLE SOMERSET, IN THE Chair. 



Mr, James Lane, called in ; and further Examined. 

940. ^ Mr. Serjeant Jaclcsoji.'] HAVE you, in pursuance of the directions of the 
Committee, prepared a list in a tabular form of the persons appearing on the 
register as 10/. householders who are valued in the city books under that sum? — 
I have. 

941. Do you now produce the list yon have so prepared ? — I do. 

942. Have you carefully framed this list from the documents in your possession ? 
— I have, as carefully as I could. 

943. Referring to the books of the valuation in your possession and to the 
registry ?— Referring to the books of valuation in ray possession and to the col- 
lector’s books, in which they specify the name of every person they receive rates 
from, and to the regular register. 

944. Are you able to state to the Committee that that list is correct.? — To the 
best of my knowledge and belief, it is. 

945. It gives the page in the book of register ; the name of the party regis- 
tered ; his residence ; out of what he is registered ; the date of his registry ; the 
amount at which he appears valued in the books; the date of the valuation; the 
number affixed to his name in the valuation book ; and in what parish his pre- 
mises are situated ? — Exactly so. 

946. Will you hand in that list? — 

[The same was delivered in. Vide Appendix.'] 

947. That does not contain any account of houses, which do not appear at all in 
the valuation? — It does not. 

948. Will you against the next day make out a similar list of them ?— I will 
endeavour to do so. 

949. Mr. Beamish.'] Are there not a great number of houses in Cork above 
10/. value that are not paying rates ?— I should be rather led to say there were, 
certainly. 

950. Houses valued as high as 2ol. or 2$l., and yet not paying rates?— Yes. 

95 ^ • Mr. berjeant Jackson.] How does that happen ? — I do not know whether 

it will happen so much now under the new Grand Jury Bill ; but heretofore books 
were sent out to the parish constables and churchwardens, to make a return to me 
of such people as they conceived to be poor, and also of premises that were waste, 
in order to enable me to make an applotment ; and certainly in several instances 
they have returned houses as poor that they ought not to have done so. 

952. Who were the persons so employed ?— They are what are called parish 
constables ; there are two for each parish. 

953. Can you give -the names of those parish constables? — Here are the con- 
stables at the spring assizes 1837 : John Power and William Belcher, for the parish 
of St. Nicholas ; William Craig and James Wherland, for tbe parish of the Holy 
Trinity; John Hagerty and Thomas Park, for, the parish of St. Peter ; Michael 
Bennett and William Herd, for the parish of St. Paul ; Ricljard Tivy and William 
Merrick, constables of the parish of St, Ann Sbandon; John Lee and George 
Matthews, constables of St. Mary; Goodwin Young and Gibbs Ross Dyer, con- 
stables of the parish of St. Finn Bar. 

954. Were 
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954. Were you rightly understood to say that there are instances in the city of 
Cork of houses of the value of 20I. or 25/., -which have been valued at that rate, 
and yet have paid no rates? — I do not know whether I could say so high as 
that. 

955. Do you mean to say that there are, to your knowledge, in Cork, several 

houses valued so high as 20/. or 25/. per annum, and yet paying no rates ? — 
Without looking in the books, I could not say whether I could go so high as 
that; the general thing is from lo to 20/., lodging-houses. I should explain 
that, by the Act of Parliament, no house let in separate tenements to poor lodgers 
is liable to rates, although the house may have been originally valued as high 
as 20 1 . • • „ 

956. But those poor lodgers, in houses, would not be in a condition to register? 
— Some of the houses have registered, I believe. 

957. Do you know it? — I cannot say that I absolutely know it of my own 
knowledge, but I verily believe it to be the case. 

958. Are you in a condition to state an instance of it? — By looking through 
some of the books, I think I might state an instance ; I think I stated an 
instance, on a former day, of a man in Paul-street, who occupied a shop, and 
I -was questioned with respect to the value of that shop ; I think that was a poor 
lodging-house, the remainder of it. 

959. Those are cases in which the shop and the whole house have been valued 
at a sum over 10/., and yet, under the terms of the Act of Parliament, they were 
considered to be exempt, as being let in small portions to poor lodgers? — Yes; 

I have just opened a book where I find a person named Hastings valued at 15 
entered “poor lodgers” in the return of the constables. 

960. And that person is excused ? — That person is excused. 

961. Are you able to state whether that person or that tenement is registered ? 
— I could not. 

962. Mr. Beamish.'] Under the Act, if the party reside in the house himself, he 
cannot be exempted ? — It has been generally decided so, but I am sure it has been 
deviated from in some instances. 

963. You' are aware that instances have occurred where houses have been 
exempted from rates, wdiere their value has been above 10/., and which have 
been let out in those small tenements ? — Yes. 

964. Do the parties reside there themselves? — So I understand, but I could not 
say positively from my own knowledge. 

965. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] This is merely conjecture of yours? — Merely so. 

966. Chairman^ Will you state upon w’hat grounds you conceive those who 
have been exempted to have been exempted? — A great deal depends upon the 
constables, if they are not perfectly accurate in their returns. 

967. Do you conceive that it is from irregularity on the part of the constables 
that these exemptions have been allowed ? — 1 think very often. 

968. From negligence or from partiality? — I would rather say negligence than 
partiality. 

969. Mr. Serjeant Jackso 7 i.] Are those constables sworn to do their duty ? — 
They are. 

970. Mr. Beamish^ Do you believe that, as a body, the constables do their 
duty in fact? — I do not think some of them do. 

971. Chairman!] Do you conceive that that exemption exists to any great 
extent? — Not to any very great extent. 

972. Mr. Serjeant Jacksoii!] Can you state in round numbers to what extent 
you think it might go in the whole city ? — I have not had an opportunity so 
closely of examining; I am obliged to take their returns, as they give them to me 
sworn ; they swear to those returns. 

973. Are those returns all verified upon oath? — They are. 

974. They are sworn before you? — They are. 

975. And they subscribe their names to the affidavits here returned ? — They do. 

976. Have you any materials with you which would enable you to state about 
what might be the number of those houses valued above lo/. aud which are not 
exempted from rating? — I have not. 

977. Then it is merely a conjecture of your own? — Yes, and complaintshaving 
been made from time to time of it. 

978. Mr. Beamish.] But you have no doubt that there are many houses valued 
above 10/. wtiich are exempted from rates? — I am sure there are. 

0.46. H3 979. Chamnan.] 
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J\It. James Lane. 979* Chairman.'] What sort of complaints were made? — Individuals have come 

before the grand jury to complain that the returns were not altogether as they 

t-6 February 1838. ought to be. 

980. What happened before the grand jury when those complaints were made? 
— The grand jury investigated them, and sometimes made alterations, and at 
other times did not. 

981. Then the attention of the grand jury has been called to those irregulari- 
ties : — It has. 

982. And in some instances they have been corrected, and in some instances 
the grand jury did not think fit to make any alteration ? — Exactly so. 

983. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Is there any record of those proceedings before 
the grand jury? — No. 

984. Are you able to guess in how many instances such complaints have come 
before the grand jury ? — I do not think for the last three or four years any com- 
plaints have come before them, but previous to that there were several. It does 
not come within my department at all, but I am generally with the grand jury 
when they are sitting upon anything of the kind, and I do not recollect any for 
the last two or three years, 

985. Then do you mean that for the last two or three years matters have been 
more regularly transacted ? — I think they have been more looked into by the public 
at large. 

986. Do you think that the supplementary valuation ordered by the grand jury 
in 1832 led to more attention being directed to the subject than had been before, 
so as to bring under rating premises that ought to be rated ? — It led people that 
had not been rated before, and who were rated then, to look more into it, and to 
see that they were not worse treated than their neighbours. But it was in conse- 
quence of the necessity of making the thing as public as possible that the grand 
jury in 1837 ordered the return of the premises exempted to be printed. 

987. Has this been done after the last two assizes ? — It was only done at the 
spring assizes, 

988. Mr. Beamish.] Do you remember Mr. Wherland being employed by 
the grand jury to revise the returns of the parish constables ? — Yes. 

989. What was the result of his revision?— At the time that he revised he 
brought in a great many that had been returned as poor. 

990. He brought in a great many to the rates that the parish constables had 
■exempted? — Yes, he did. 

991. Mr. Serjeant Jachso 7 i.] Can you supply the Committee with a list of those? 
— No. 

992. Did not Mr. Wherland return the result of his ex amination to the grand 
jury ? — Yes ; but they went to the clerk of the Crown. 

993. Has he that document? — I should think so. 

994. Who is the clerk of the Crown ? — Mr. Johnson. 

995. And you have no doubt that that document is preserved amongst the 
records of the clerk of the Crown? — Certainly. 

996. Then there are persons whose names appear in the parish valuation books 
of the as.sizes of the summer of 1 830, the spring and summer of 1831, the spring 

, .and summer of 1832, and the spring and summer of 1833, who are returned at 
those assizes as poor.' — At every assizes. 

997. They were exempted by the grand jury from taxation in consequence of 
that return ? — They were. 

998. Were those deficiencies made good afterwards by a presentment upon the 
solvent portion of the city ? — Those returns that I have were previous to makino- 
iny applotmeut. 

999. Those returns were made to you after the assizes ? — After the assizes, and 
before my makingmy applotment. 

1000. So that there was no necessity for any after adjustment to makegood the 
levy upon the community? — No ; any persons returned to me in that way I did 
not charge. 

1001. Will you refer to your book for the summer assizes of 1830; take tl>e 
book of the parish of St. Mary Shandon j will you refer to No. 445 ; what name 
do you find after that number? — Morgan Sweeny, dwelling-house, in Blarney-lane. 

1002. Was he returned “ poor” r — He was, at the summer assizes of 1830. 

i 005. Was he returned “ poor ” at any other of the assizes mentioned before ; 

that 
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that is, the spring and summer of 1831, the spring and summer of 1832, and the 
spring and summer of 1833? — He was returned at the spring and summer 1831 
“poor,” spring 1832 “poor,” summer 1832 he was returned “rateable,” at 
the spring of 1833 he was returned “poor,” summer 1833 he was returned 
“ poor,” spring 1 834 he was returned “ poor,” summer 1 834 “ poor.” 

1004. Then he is returned “poor” on every one of those occasions, except one, 
and that one is the summer of 1832 ; and he is returned for the summer of 1832 
“rateable”? — Exactly so. 

1005. Will you turn now to the printed register, and see whether you find that 
man registered ? — Morgan Swiney, woolcomber, Blarney-lane* 

1006. Can you state when he was registered? — He was registered the i6th of 
November 1 832. 

1007. Then he had been returned “rateable” just previous to that general 
registry ? — He had. 

1008. And immediately after it he is returned “poor” again? — He is. 

1009. Mr. Beamish.'] Was he returned “rateable” prior to the summer assizes 
of 1 832 ? — Not from 1 830 to 1 832. 

1010. Did be appear in 1830 ? — He is returned “ poor” at every assizes that I 
can perceive; he never paid rates from the spring assizes of 1829 to the summer 
ofj832. 

1011. Sir a. Ferguson.] His house was included in the valuation, but he was 
excused as poor? — Yes, he is valued at 5 1 . in 1828. 

1012. Mr. Beamish.] He never, from the period he was valued in 1828, paid 
any rates till the summer of 1832 ? — 1 did not charge him with any rates, because 
he was exempted. 

1013. He was returned as “exempted” on account of poverty, during the 
period when he was valued in 1828? — Yes. 

1014. Mr. Serjeant Jackson] Up to 1832, and after that, he is returned “ poor” 
again ? — Yes. 

1015. Then he was returned in the regular way as “poor,” and as entitled to 
exemption, and you, in adjusting the applotment, omitted to charge him in the 
rates upon all occasions but one, and that was the summer of 1832 ? — Yes. 

10)6. In what right did he register.^ — house and land at Blarney- lane ; a 
10 /. householder. 

1017. Will you turn to John Griffin, in St. Mary Shandon ; look to No. 758 ? — 
John Griffin, a dwelling-house, 6 1 . value. 

1018. Was he valued in 1 828 ? — Yes, at 6 1 . 

1019. Was he subsequently rated, and did he pay rates in consequence? — He 
was returned “poor” in spring 1830, summer 1830, spring 1831, summer 1831, 
spring 1832, and in summer 1832 he was rated. 

1020. Do you find his name upon the register? — John Griffin, cotton weaver,. 
Fair-lane; house at Fair-Jane; he is registered as a 40s. freeholder the 11th of 
October 1832. 

1021. Does he appear upon the rates after the summer of 1832? — Always 
afterwards he is exempted as poor. 

1022. Mr. Beamish] But in 1832 he paid rates? — He was rated ; I do not 
know whether he paid. 

1023. But not between 1828 ‘and 1832, nor subsequently to 1832? — 
Exactly so. 

1 024. Mr. Serjeant Jackso 7 u] Now will you turn to St. Ann’s Shandon ; look at 
No. 567 in that, and state whether you find a gentleman of the name of Daniel 
Costello, of Pine-street ? — Yes. 

J025. Was he valued in 1828?— He was, 10 1 . value. 

1026. Was he rated in consequence ? — Sometimes he was, and sometimes not > 
be was returned “rateable,” at summer 1829, at spring 1830 “poor,” at summer 
1830 “ poor,” at spring 1831, at summer 1831, and at spring 1832. 

1027. How does he stand in summer 1832? — He was returned “ rateable,” at 
summer 1832, spring 1833, and summer 1833; in fact, he has been returned 
“ rateable” ever since. 

1028. And you rated him? — And I rated him, of course. 

J 029. Will you turn to the printed list of the register, and see whether you find 
him there, under No. 633? — Daniel Costello, servant, Leitrim-street ; house in 
Lcitrim-strect ; a 10/. householder, registered the 23d of October 1832. 

0.46. 'll 4 1030. When 
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Mt. James Lane. 1030. When those returns were made of “ poor,” was there any investigation as 

to whether the allegation of poverty was well or ill founded ? — In some instances 

i6 February 1838. they were found not to be correct, and in others they were; those returns that 
I speak from have never been investigated. 

1031. In reference to all that were returned to you before the applotment, there 
was no investigation ? — No. 

1032. You acted upon the return of the parish officers? — Yes; the return of 
poor is by the parish constable, the churchwardens are not included in making the 
return of poor. 

1033. What do they authenticate? — They only authenticate the waste premises 
unoccupied. 

1034. Those cases which you have been deposing to hitherto are cases of “poor” 
and not “waste”? — Exactly so. 

1035. And they are returned by the parish constables ? — 'They are. 

1036. Will you turn to the parish of St. Ann Shandon, to number 725 ; do you 
find- a person named James Sullivan there ? — I do, J. Sullivan. 

1037. Was he valued in 1828? — Yes, valued at 7/. 

1038. What was valued? — Dwelling-house. 

1039. Was he rated in consequence? — He was. 

1040. Did he pay rates in 1829? — He paid rates in spring 1829, not in sum- 
mer; he paid rates in spring 1830, and he was then returned “waste” till spring 
1832, and then he was returned “ poor.” 

1041. How was he in summer 1832 ; did he become rich again ? — In summer 

1832, he was returned “rateable,” in spring 1833 was returned “ poor,” in summer 

1833, and in spring 1834, he was returned “waste,” and in summer 1834 “rateable.” 

3042. Will you turn to the printed list of the registered voters in Cork, No. 

3945 ? — James Sullivan, nailer, York-street, city of Cork ; house and yard in York- 
street ; 10 /. householder, registered the 13th of November 1832. 

1043. He having been returned “poor” in spring 1832, and “rateable” in summer 
1832 ? — Exactly so. 

1044. In the same parish again, will you look to No. 992, St. Ann’s Shandon ? 
— John Stanton, a dwelling-house, value 5 1. 

3045. Is that the valuation of 1828 ? — It is. 

3046. Was he rated, in consequence, in 1829? — He was rated in spring 1829, 
and returned “poor” in summer 1829; he was returned “ poor” in spring 1830, and 
rated in summer 1830 j in 1833 he was returned “ poor” both spring and summer; 
in spring 1832 he was returned “waste.” 

1047. How is he in the critical summer ofi832? — Returned “rateable,*” in the 
subsequent spring he is returned “poor,” and in the summer “ poor ;” in the spring of 

1834, and summer of 1834, “poor ;” in short, always “ poor” since. 

1048. Will you refer to the printed register, No. 3767? — John Stanton, 
gentleman, Clarence street ; house at Clarence-street; 10 ^ householder, regis- 
tered the 25th of October 1832. 

1049. Where is Clarence-street? — Down below Blackpool ; below the Height 
of Newgate. 

1050. Will you refer to St. Peter’s parish, No. 183; do you find a person 
named Patrick Foohy there ? — I do. 

3051. How is he described there? — Dwelling-house, valued 5 /. 

1052. Where is it situated ? — The south side of Francis-street. 

3053. What was he valued at ? — ■£. 5 in the valuation of 1828. 

3054. Was he rated accordingly in j 829 ? — He was not rated till we come 
to the spring of 1832, and the summer of 1832, and he is returned “ poor” all 
the rest. 

105.5. Was he rated in the spring of 1833? — Hewas returned “poor” in spring 
1S33 ; in summer 1833 “poor,” in spring 1834 “poor,” and summer 1834 
“poor.” 

1056. Has he ever been rated since at all? — In spring 1837 he is returned 
“ poor lodgers.” 

1057. S'iv Robert Fergusoni] Is there any distinction in the returns between 
the houses that are “poor,” and the houses that are “lodging-houses”? — No; 
there are several which are not lodging-houses. 

3058. Under the word “poor,” in those books, “ lodging-houses” are excluded ? 
— They are. 

1059. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ Is there no difference between those exempted by 

reason 
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reason of poverty, being poor bouses, and those occupied by poor tenants ? — No. 
Some of the constables return the word “ poor ” without putting lodgers, and 
others returned “ poor lodgers.” 

1060. Ought not there to be a distinction made, because the head of exemption 
is a separate head ? — Yes. In fact they are not entitled to return poor people 
under the Act of Parliament. 

1061. When they return “ poor,” does it mean that they are under 5/. ? — No ; 
tliey put the word “ poor ” indiscriminately to poor lodgers, or poor people. 

1062. When they think they ought to be exempted by reason of either being 
poor lodgers or poor people r — Yes. 

1063. Will you turn to the printed list of registered voters, and see if you 
can find Patrick Foohey, at No. 1488? — Patrick Foohey, shopkeeper, Francis- 
street; house and yard at Francis-street ; a 10/. householder; registered the i2th 
November 1832. 

1064. How is he valued in the valuation of 1828 ? — £. 5. 

1065. Now turn to St. Paul’s parish, and see whether you find a person there 
named John Sullivan, No. 99? — Yes. 

1066. How is he described? — A dwelling-house, valued in 1828 at 12?. 

3067. Did he pay rates in spring 1829? — He M-as returned “poor” in spring 

3829, in summer 1829 “half poor;” he would only be rated at 61 . instead 
of 12/. 

1068. Mr. Beamish.^ It was not that they reduced his value, but that they 
took half the rate from him ? — I should rather suppose that the upper part of 
the house was occupied as poor tenements, and the lower part by himself, and 
that they charged only the portion he occupied. 

1069. Were they entitled to do that under the Act of Parliament? — No, they 
were not. 

1070. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] But you do not know that that is what was 
done? — No; about that time it was very customary for the constables to do so, 
and I put a stop to it. 

1071. The result of his being returned “ half poor” was, that instead of being 
rated as a person who held a house worth 12 1 ., he was rated as a person having a 
house worth 61 . ? — Yes. 

1072. And he paid his rates accordingly for the summer of 1829 ? — Yes. 

1073. Mr. Bea 7 ?ii$h.] Do you mean to say tliat he was returned by reason of 
paying half-rates, as if the house was valued only at 6 /. ?— *1 mean to say that he 
was charged as for 6 Z. 

1074. Were they not doing an illegal act by making any such a return as “ half 
poor;” is there any clause in the Local Act empowering them to make a return 
of “ half poor”? — There is not. 

1075. Mr. Serjeant Do you conceive that the meaning of tlie return 

might have been, that in the judgment of the parish officers his tenement, instead 
of being rated as a house worth 12 /., ought at that lime to have been charged as 
a house only of the value of 6 1 . ? — No ; I should think the meaning of the return 
of the parish constable at that time was, that the upper part of tlie house was 
occupied as poor tenements, and not liable to rates ; but that the man living 
below, and occupying part of the house himself, ought to be made liable to half 
the rates. 

1076. How does he stand in spring 1830? — “Poor,” and in summer“poor” 
again. In spring 1831 “poor,” in summer 3831 “poor,” in spring 1832 
“ poor,” and in summer 1832 he was returned “ rateable.” 

1077. Will you turn to the printed I'egister, No. 3987, and see whether you 
find him registered ? — John Suiivan, nailer, Coal Quay ; house and shop at the 
Coal Quay; registered as a 10 1 . householder the Slh of November 1830. 

1078. Will you now refer back again to the rate-book, and see if he was rated 
in the spring of 1833? — He was returned “ poor” in the spring of 1833 and sum- 
mer 1833, and in spring 1834 and summer 1834, all poor. 

1 079. Mr. Beamish.] How is he in 1 037 ? — He is returcied “ poor” still. 

loSo. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Were you the person that made the appiotments 

all through, from 1828 to the present time? — Yes. 

3081. Mr. Hogg.] Was the person or pei'sons that marie those reiurns which 
caused those persons to be exempted the same person or persons all tljis time? — 
They were not; they were made by different persons. 

0,46. 3 1082. Mr. 
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1082. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.~\ Do those officers vary from year to year? — No 
they are continued from year to year, when they conduct themselves well. 

1083. Will you refer to the parish of St. Paul’s, and state the names of the 
parish officers in each of the years? — I do not think I have the documents here 
that would enable me to state that. 

1084. Then how ai'e you able to state that there was a change? — From my 
own recollection ; I recollect that there were two or three changes, particularly in 
the parish of St. Paul’s. 

1085. Do you know when the changes look place? — The same persons have 
been in in 1835, 1836 and 1837. I am not able to go back further than that; 
for until the spring of 1835 in my office I kept one book, in which I put down 
the returns of every assizes. Since that I have kept the original book returned to 
me bv the parish constables, and given out copies to the collectors. 

1086. Can you ascertain who were the parish constables in 1832?— I will 
endeavour to ascertain it before the next day. 

1087. In the same parish will you turn to No. 268; do you find Timothy 
Kenny?— Yes. 

!o88. Will you read how he is described? — Timothy Kenny, dwelling-house 
in Curtis’s-lane, valued at 7/. in 1828. 

1089. Was that individual rated consequently in the spring of 1829? — He was 
returned “ poor” in spring 1829. 

logo. How was he returned in the summer of 1829? — “ Rateable.” 

logi. How was he in the spring of 1830 ? — “ Poor,” .summer 1830 “ poor,” 
spring 1831 “poor,” summer 1831 “ poor;” spring 1832 “ poor,” and in summer 
1832 “ rateable.” 

1 092. Will you now refer to the printed list of registered voters, and look at No. 
2080, and state whether you find his name there? — Timothy Kenny, stocking 
hosier, Curtis’s-lane; house and shop at Curtis’s-lane; 10?. householder; 17th of 
October 1832. 

1093. How much had he been valued in the valuation of 1828 ? — £. 7. 

1094. Was berated again in the spring of 1 833? — He was not. In spring 1833 
he was “poor,” and in summer 1833 he was “ poor;” in spring 1834 “ poor,” in. 
summer 1834 “poor;” in spring 1835 “poor,” in summer 1835 “poor;” in 
spring 1 836 he was returned “ rateable,” or rather another person in his house 
was returned “rateable,” Alexander Keefe. In summer 1836 the house was 
returned “poor;” there is no name attached to it; in spring 1837 he was 
returned “ poor he is returned “ poor lodgers.” 

1095. VVill you turn to the parish of Christ Church, No. 350; in that parish do 
you find a person of the name of Cunningham? — Yes ; T. Cunningham, a dwelling- 
house, Tobin-street ; he was valued at 6 1 . in the year 1 828. 

1096. Was he rated in the year 1829 ? — No, he was returned “poor” in 1820, 
both spring and summer, and in 1830 ; in spring 1831 he was returned “ poorl” 
in summer 1831 he was returned “ rateable j” in spring 1832 he was returned 
“ poor;” in summer 1832 he was returned “ rateable.” 

1097. Now turn to the printed register, and refer to No. 901 ? — Timothy 
Cunningham, hairdresser, Tobin-street 5 houses and shop in Tobin-street; 10/. 
householder; registered the 10th of November 1832. 

1098. How does he stand in the spring of 1833? — In spring 1833 he was 
returned “poor,” in summer 1833 “poor;” in spring 1834 “poor,” in sum- 
mer 1834 “ poor;” in spring 1835 “poor.” 

logg. You say that he is registered for houses ; in the valuation does he appear 
to be valued for more than one house? — Only one; in summer 1835 he was 
returned “ poor;” in spring i 836 “ poor,” in summer 1836 “poor;” in sprint 
1 837 “ poor,” “ 

1100. Will you turn to St. Mary Shandon, No. 382 ? — Timothy Keily, 
Blarney-lane; he was valued in 1828 at 8/. 

1101. Was he rated in 1829 ? — He was returned “ poor” in 1829, spring and 
summer; and spring and summer 1830. In spring and summer 1831 “poor;” 
in spring 1832 “ poor,” and in summer 1832 “ rateable.” 

1J02. Will you look at No. 2143 in the printed register, and see whether 
you find him there ? — Timothy Keiley, tailor, Blarnev-lane ; a house at Blarney- 
lane ; a 10 householder; registered the 19th of November 1832. 

1103. How does he stand in the spring after that in the valuation-books? — 
“Poor;” and in summer 1833 “poor;” in spring and summer 1834 “poor;” 

in 
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in spring 1835 -“poor;” in summer 1835 “poor;” in spring 1836 “rateable;” 
in summer 1836 “poor;” and in spring 1837 “poor.” 

1104. Will you turn in the same parish to No. 473, and state whether you 
find Denis Connell there? — D. Connell, Blarney-lane; he was valued in 1828 
at 10/. 

1105. Was he rated in the spring of 1829? — He was returned “poor” in 
spring 1829 ; in summer 1829 “ poor j” in spring and summer 1830 “ poor;” in 
spring and summer 1831 “poor;” in spring 1832 “poor;” in summer 1832 
“ poor he continued “ poor” all through ; in spring and summer 1 833 “ poor 
in spring and summer 1834 “poor;” in spring and summer 1835 “poor;” in 
spring 1836 he was returned “rateable;” in summer 1836 he was returned 
“poor;” in spring 1837 he was returned “rateable.” 

1106. yir. Beamish.^ Was it not about 1835 that Mr. Wherland was chiefly 
employed in revising the retiirnsofthe exemption? — Yes. 

1 107. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.'] Do you find this person’s name on the printed 
register, No. 1030? — Denis Connell, woolcomber, Blarney-lane; a house in 
Blarney-lane; 10 ?. householder; registered the 2 7th of November 1832. 

1108. In the same parish will you turn to No. 662? — Edward Mulcahy, 
Fair-lane; valued in 1828 in two houses, at 5/. each; they are both in Fair- 
lane, one next to the other. 

1109. Do you find him rated in the spring of 1829? — In spring 1829 he was 
rated for one, and the other returned “waste;” in summer 1829 he was also 
rated for one, and the other returned “waste;” in spring 1830 the same; in 
summer 1830 he is rated for both ; in spring 1831 he is returned “ poor” for one, 
and “waste” the other ; in summer 1831 “ poor” for one, and “ waste” for the 
other ; in spring 1832 “ poor” for each ; in summer 1832 he is rated for one, and 
returned “ poor” for the other. 

1110. Now turn to the registry, and look at No. 2907? — Edmund , Mul- 
cahy, baker, Fair-lane, in the city of Cork ; a house and yard at Fair-lane ; 10/. 
householder; registered the 22dof November 1832. 

1111. Now will you turn back to the rate-books, and see how he stands for the 
spring of 1833? — In spring 1833 he is rated for one, and returned “poor” for 
the other ; in summer 1 833 he is returned “ poor” for each ; in spring 1 834 he is 
returned “poor” for each; in summer 1834 he is rated for one, and returned 
“poor” for the other; in spring 1835 he is rated for one, and returned “ poor” for 
the other ; in summer 1 835 he is rated for one, and returned “ waste” for the other 
in spring 1836, both the houses are returned “rateable;” also in summer 1S35 
and in spring 1837 they are returned “ rateable.” 

1112. Now will you turn to St. Ann’s Shandon, No. 1268? — James Murphy, 
in Clarence-street, valued at 7 /. in 1828. 

1113. How was he dealt within the spring of 1829, as to rating? — In spring 
1829116 was returned “poor,” and in summer 1829, spring and summer 1830, 
and in spring and summer 1831 ; in spring 1832 he was returned “ waste;” in 
summer 1832 he was returned “ poor in spring 1833 he was returned “ poor ;” 
in summer 1833 “ poor;” in spring 1834 “ rateable;” in summer 1834 “ poor;” 
in spring 1835 “rateable;” in summeri835 “poor;” in spring 1836 he was re- 
turned “poor;” insummeri836 “poor;” and in spring 1837 “poor.” 

11 14. Will you refer to the register, and look to No. 27315, and see whether 
you find him there ? — James Murphy, grocer, Clarence-street ; house and shop at 
Clarence-street; a 10 Z. householder; the 13th of November 1832. 

1115. Now will you turn to St. Nicholas parish, and look to No. 36? — Walter 
Wall, in Barrack-street ; valued at 6 1 . in 1828. 

1116. Was he rated ill the spring of 1829?: — No; he is returned “ poor ” in 
spring and summer 1829, in spring and summer 1830, in spring and summer 
'831, in spring 1832, and in summer 1832; in spring and summer 1833 
“ poor; ” in spring and summer 1 834 “ poor in spring 1 S35 “ poor in sum- 
mer 1835 he is returned “ rateable;” in spring 1836 he is returned “ rateable;” 
in summer 1836 he is “ rateable;” and in spring 1837 “ rateable.” 

1117. Turn now to the printed register, No. 4190? — W’alter Wall, shopkeeper, 
Barrack-street ; a house at Barrack-street; \oL householder; 1st November 1832. 

11 18. In the same parish of St. Nicholas, turn to No. 74. Do you find 
a person there named Jeremiah Sheehan, of Barrack-street?— Yes ; he is valued at 
6 /. ini 828. 

1 1 ig. How was he dealt with as to rating in 1829 ? — “ Poor,” both spring and 
I 2 summer; 
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Mr. James Lane, summer ; “ poor in spring and summer 1 830 ; and “ poor ” in spring and sum* 

mer 1831 ; “ rateable” in spring 1832 ; “ poor ” in summer 1832 ; and‘‘poor” 

16 February 1838. along to Spring 1 S35 j in summer 1835 the premises are returned “ rateable,” 
being occupied by a man of the name of Philip Harrington; in spring 1836 
Harrington is returned “ rateable”; in summer 1836 returned “ rateable;” and in 
spring 1837 “ rateable.” 

1120. Will you look at the printed register, and state whether his name appears 
upon the register, at No. 39.56? — Jeremiah Sheehan, labourer, Barrack-street; 
a house at Barrack-street; 10/. householder; registered the 15th of November 
1832. 

1121. In the same parish of St. Nicholas, will you refer to No. 702? — Henry 
Shanahan, of White-street ; valued in 1828 at 21 I. 

3122 . Was he rated in 1829? — 'He was returned “ waste” in 1829 spring and 
summer, and “waste” also in spring and summer 1830 ; “ waste” in spring 1831 ; 
“poor” at summer 1831; and “ poor” at spring 1832 ; in summer 1832 he was 
returned “poor;” in spring 1833 “poor;” in summer 1 833 “ poor in spring 
3 834 “ poor ;” in summer 3 834 “ rateable in spring 3 835 “ rateable ;” in summer 
1835 the house is returned “rateable,” in the name of Mrs. Newenhara ; in spring 
3 836 itwas returned “ waste in summer 1836 it is returned “rateable;” in 
spring 3 837 it is “ rateable” upon Martin Fai-rell. 

3323. Will you look at the register and refer to No. 3964? — Henry Shanahan, 
stone-cutter, White-street, city of Cork; house and offices in White-street ; 10 1 . 
householder ; registered the 16th of November 3832. 

1124. Now turn to St. Peter’s parish, No. 382 in iliat parish? — Henry Brien, 
a dwelling-house, 9/., in Francis-street. 

3 1 25. Do you find that person rated in 1829 ? — He was rated both spring and 
summer 3 829 ; in 1 830 rated ; in 3 83 1 , both spring and summer, rated ; in spring 
3832 rated ; in summer 1832 he was returned “poor.” 

1326. Will you turn to the register, No. 430.^ — Henry Brien, shoemaker, 
Francis-street; house and shop, at Francis-street ; 10/. householder; registered 
35th November 1832. 

3127. Having been returned “ poor” in the preceding summer ? — Yes. 

3128. How do you find him returned after' that? — In spring and summer 1833 
“ poor” ; in spring and summer 3834 “ poor;” in spring and summer 1 835 “ poor ;” 
in spring 1836 “ rateable;” in summer 3836 “ poor ;” in spring 1837 it is returned 
“ poor lodgers ;” all the other times it is returned merely “ poor.” 

3129. In the same parish, turn to No. 404? — John Burrowes, Hanover-street, 
valued in 1828 at 10?. 

3 130. Was he rated accordingly in the spring of 3829 ? — In spring and summer 
1829 he was returned “poor;” in spring and summer 1830 “poor;” in spring 
and summer 3833 “ poor;” in spring 3832 “ poor ;” in summer 3832 poor.” 

1331. Now turn to the register, and look at No. 421 ? — John Burrowes, coach- 
maker, Hanover-street; dwelling-house in Hanover-street; 10/. householder; 
registered the 34th of November 3832. 

1332. How do you find him in the spring of 1833? — In spring 1833 “ poor ;” 
in spring and summer 1834 “poor;” in spring and summer 1835 “poor;” in 
spring 1836 “ rateable;” in summer 1836 “ poor;” in spring 1837 he is returned 
“ poor lodgers.” 

3133. In the same parish, turn to No. 765 ?— James Slurphy, Broad-lane; 
valued at 5 1 . in 1828. 

1134. Was he rated accordingly in the spring of 1829? — 'In spring and sum- 
mer 3829 he was returned “poor;” in spring and summer i 830 “ poor in 
spring and summer 1831 he was returned “ poor ;” in spring 1832 he was returned 
“ rateable in summer 1 832 he was returned “ poor.” 

3135. Now turn to the printed list, and see whether you find him upon the 
register, No. 2679 ? — James Murphy, tailor, Broad-lane ; house at Broad-lane ; 
30 ?. householder; registered the 12th of November 1832. 

1136. How do you find him in the spring of 1833 r — Spring and summer 1833, 
“poor;” spring and summer 3834 “poor;” in spring 3835 “poor;” summer 
3835 “poor;” spring 1836 “poor;” summer 1836 “poor;” in spring 3837 
“ poor lodgers.” 

1137. Now will you go to the parish of St. Finn Bars, and turn to No. 79, 
and see whether you find there the name of Timothy Harris? — That is under the 
new valuation in 1833 ; Timothy Harris is valued at 13 ?. 

1138. That 
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1138. That person is valued for the first time under the supplementary valua- 
tion of 1832 and 1833 ? — Yes. 

1139. Where do you find him first rated? — In summer 1833 he is returned 
“poor;” in spring and summer 1834 “poor;” in spring and summer 1835 
“poor;” in spring 1836 “rateable;” in summer 1836 “poor;” in spring 1837 
“ rateable.” 

1140. In the same parish refer to No. 68. Do yomfind John Evans of Dean- 
street? — I do ; valued at 8 1 . in the supplementary valuation. 

1141. Do you find him rated accordingly? — He is returned “poor” in sum- 
mer 1833 ; “ poor ” in spring and summer 1834 ; “ poor ” in spring and summer 
1835; “rateable” in spring 1836; “ poor ” in summer 1836; and “poor” in 
spring 1837. 

1142. Do you find that person in the printed list of registered persons, No. 
1230 r — John Evans, shipwright, Lower Glanmire-road ; house and land in 
Lower Glanmire-road ; registered the 1 3th of October 1832. 

1143. Will you look to St. Nicholas’s parish, No. 32, in the supplementary 
valuation ? — William O’Donoghue of Barrack-street, valued in the supplementary 
•valuation at 8 1 . 

1144. Was he rated in the subsequent assizes? — He was returned. “ poor ” in 
summer 1833, in spring and summer 1834, and in spring 1835 ; in summer 1835 
it was returned “ poor lodgers ; ” it was returned “ rateable ” in spring 1836; in 
•summer 1 836 “ poor lodgers in spring 1 837 “ poor lodgers.” 

1145. Will you be good enough to turn to the printed list of the registry, and 
see whether you find at No. 3284 this person’s name? — William O’Donoghue, a 
writing clerk, Barrack-street; house at Barrack-street; \ol. householder; registered 
the 13th of November 1832. 

1146. In the same parish of St. Nicholas,, will you turn to No. 236 in the 

supplementary valuation. Do you find David Tobin there ? — I find Tobin 

Gallows-green-lane ; a dwelling-house, valued 6 l.\ 

1147. Do you find him rated conformably to that? — He is “ poor ” in summer 
1833, in spring and summer 1834, and in spring 1835 ; in summer 1835 he is 
returned “poor lodgers;” in spring 1836 “poor;” in summer i836 “poor;” 
and in spring 1837 “ rateable.” 

H48. Novv look at the printed list of registered voters, and refer to No. 4031 r 
— David Tobin, labourer, Lough-road, householder, 29th October 1832. 

1149. Is that the same place that goes by the different names of Lough-road 
and Gallows-green ? — They are close to each other ; they are one and the same 
thing. 

1150. Now take No. 247, in the same parish, the supplementary valuation. Do 
you find there Michael Sanders of Friar’s-walk? — I do, valued at 6 1 . 

1151. Was he rated accordingly ? — He was “ poor ” in summer 1 833 ; “ poor ” 
•in spring and summer 1834; “poor” in spring and summer 1835; “ poor ” in 
spring and summer 1836 ; and “ rateable ” in spring 1837. 

1152. What does the printed register say of him; look at No. 3998? — 
Michael Saunders, gardener, Friars’-walk ; house and land at Friars’-waik; 
10 /. householder ; registered the 26th of November 1832. 

1 153. In the same parish, turn to 253 of the supplementary valuation ; do you 
■find Patrick Ford there ? — I do ; valued at 7 /. 

1 1 54. Is he described as of Maypole-road ?— No, at Evergreen-street. 

1155. Are Evergreen-street and Maypole-road the same? — No, they are 
different places. 

1156. What is he valued at? — £.7. 

1157. How is he returned? — He is returned “poor” in summer 1833 and 
spring 1834; he is returned “rateable” in summer 1S34 and spring 1835; 
■“poor” at summer 1835; “waste” in spring 1836; “waste and poor” in 
summer 1836; in spring 1837 “ poor lodgers.” 

1158. Refer to the printed register, No. 1529? — Patrick Ford, publican, Ever- 
green-cross; house at Evergreen-cross; 10/. householder; I’egistered 19th of 
November 1832. You may either call that Maypole-road or Evergreen-street. 

1159. Novv look in the same parish to No. 262, in the supplementary valua- 
tion ; do you find Robert Jones there? — Ido; Evergreen-street; valued at 6 /. 

1160. How do you find him in the book of rating? — “ Poor” in summer 1833, 
•in spring 1834, in summer 1834, iu spring 1835, in summer 1835, in spring 
11836, and in summer 1836 ; and “ poor lodgers” in spring 1837. 

0.46. 13' ti6i. Will 
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Mi. James Lane. n6i. Will you refer HOW to the printed register, No. 2058 Robert 
Jones, bmshraaker, Evergreen-street; a house in Evergreen-street; a 10^. house- 
16 February 1838. holder;” registered the 23d of November 1832. 

1162. In the same parish, will you I’efer to No. 270 in the supplementary 
valuation; do you find Jeremiah Lynch? — Yes; of Quaker’s-road ; dwelling- 
house ; 6 1 . 

1163. Howis he with respect to rating subsequently to that? — “ Poor” in sum- 
mer 1833, spring 1834, summer 1834, spring 1835, summer 1835, spring 
1836, and summer 1836 ; and in spring 1837 he is returned “rateable.” 

1164. Now refer to the printed list of the registered constituency of Cork, and 
see if you find him at No. 2396? — Jeremiah Lynch, gentleman, Quaker-road ; a 
house in Quaker-road ; 10 /. householder; registered the 2 2d of November 1832. 

1165. Do you wish to make any explanation with regard to your former evi- 
dence ? — Yes; w'ith reference to the answer to the question 291, I find, upon 
reference to the supplementary valuation, there were two John Marras valued out 
of two different premises ; one at 5 L, and the other at 6 i. John Marra, who 
appealed against the one at 5/., was struck out; the other John Marra appealed 
against the valuation at 6 and was retained ; and I understand lie is the man 
that is registered. 

1166. Is there any other alteration you wish to make? — Yes; in answer 896 
I stated, that I did not find Michael Smith, tailor, in Pembroke-lane, in any of the 
valuations; but I find he is in the supplementary valuation at 6 1 . There are four 
men in that lane valued in the supplementary valuation ; but the lane was not at 
all in the valuation of 1828, which caused me, probably, to overlook it. 



Luruz, 19° dit Februarii, 1838. 



MEMBERS PRESENT. 



Mr. Beamish. 

Mr. F. French. 

Mr. Serjeant Jackson. 
Mr. Lefroy. 



Mr. Litton.^ 

Mr. Lucas. 

Lord Granville Somerset. 



Lord GRANVILLE SOMERSET, in the Chair. 



Mr James Lane, called in ; and further Examined. 

Mr. James Lane. 11 67. Chairman 7 \ HAVE you since the former day prepared some documents 

for the Committee ? — I have prepared a list of persons registered as 10 house- 

19 February 1838. holders in the city of Cork, who do not appear as valued in the city books at any 
time, specifying the name, the residence, out of what registered, and the date of 
registry. I have prepared also a list of persons registered as 10 householders in 
the city of Cork, who were valued in the supplementary valuation of 1833, and 
upon appeal were struck out and not charged, specifying the name, the amount of 
the valuation, the residence of the party, out of what registered, and the date of 
the registry. 

[The Witness delivered in the same. Vide Appendix.'] 

1168. Did you furnish to Mr. Colburn a list of any individuals? — I did ; those 
included in the two lists I have now handed in, with the exception of 12, which 
are not in the list I gave to Mr. Colburn. In going through my books, to make 
out that list, I found those 12, which I had not perceived at the time I gave the 
list to Mr. Colburn. 

1169. So that it will be necessary to give Mr. Colburn the 12 additional names? 
— Yes. 

1170. Have you given Mr. Colburn the list which you handed in on Friday? — 
I have not. 

1171. What is the result of the three lists you have delivered in ; what is the 
total of persons registered who are valued under lO?. ? — Three hundred and 
.sixty-five. 

1172. What 
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1172. What is the total number of persons registered who are not valued at all ? 
— One hundred and nineteen. 

1173. What is the total number of persons who were valued in the supple- 
mentary valuation, but upon appeal were struck off? — Fiftv-five. 

Mr. John Colburn, called in ; and Examined. 

1174. Chairman^ WHAT are you.' — The clerk pf the peace for the city of 
Cork. 

1175. How long have you been clerk of the peace ? — Since the year 1 831 . 

1176. Have you brought with you the register of voters for the city of Cork? 
— Yes. 

1177= And also documents by which you are enabled to state which of them 
voted at the several different elections since the Reform Bill ? — Yes. 

3178. Was a list given to you by Mr. Lane of persons appearing upon the city 
of Cork treasurer’s books as exempt from the rates, and not valued ? — Yes. 

1179. Have you prepared a statement showing whether those persons voted 

at. the different elections, and in what years? — Yes, I have (producing the 
same). * 

1180. Have you compared that statement with the documents in vour nosses- 

sion ?— I have. ^ 

1181. Will you deliver it m}~[The Witness delivered in the same. Vide 
Appendiv.~] 

1182. If Mr. Lane furnished you with a list of other parties, who may appear 
upon his books as inhabiting houses not valued at 10/., can you prepare a 
similar list with reference to those parties ?— Yes, I can, in the course of a 
few days. 

3183. Mv. Beamish.'] Have you got your books in which the names of the 
non-resident freemen appear ? — 1 have. 

1 1 84. How many persons’ names appear upon the registry altogether ?— 6,093. 

1185. Does that include the non-resident freemen ? — It does. ° 

1186. How many do they amount to? — I cannot answer that question exactly 
at this moment. 

1187. Do they amount to 400 ?— I should suppose they did. 

1188. Will you on Friday next hand in a list of the total number, and the 
names.' — I will endeavour to do so. 

1189. Are you aware of any of the non-resident freemen having voted at any 
of the elections since the Reform Bill, and at what? — Some of them voted at tlie 
last election. 

3190. How_ many voted at the election of 1 832 ?— I cannot say. 

3191. Chairman.] Did a considerable number vote in 1832 ? — There did. 

13 92. Mr. Beamish.] Can you state whether as many as 300 of them voted at 
the election of 3835 ? — I cannot take upon me to say. 

3393. Are you aware when the petition was presented to the House after the 
election, what number, if any, were struck off by order of the House of Com- 
mons?— I have that list here, with a copy of the order which I received, with the 
names inserted in it. [The Witness produced the same.] 

1394, How many names appear upon that list? — About 300. 

3195. Were those names ever reinstated upon the register They were. 

3196. At what period? — I received The Speaker’s letter, dated 21st of April 
10353 ordering me to strike off those names, which I then obeyed, and I published a 
list of all the voters, without those names, up to the 1st of January, which is the 
toe for doing so ; when I met Mr. Martley, who was the revising barrister at 
Jermoy. 1 did not say anything to him upon the subject, having obeyed the 



1197. Did you at any subsequent period reinstate those names ?— I did - or 
the 2d ot January 1837, at the Fermoy sessions, I showed Mr. Martley The 
Speaker s letter and the order that I had received, both of which he read, and said 
that he could not act under an English Act of Parliament. I produced a list with 
the names reinstated, which I then said I would publish; and not receivina any 
directions to the contrary, when he said he could not act under an English Act oi 
Paihament, I did so; and at the sessions at Cork afterwards, in Aprifi837, in a 
conversation I had with Mr. Martley, he said he sanctioned my having done so. 

1198. liienyour publishing the list was under Mr. Martley ’s authority? — I con- 
ceive so, under ins sanction. 

1 4 1199- Do 



Mr. James. Lane. 



19 February 1838. 



Mr. John Colburn . 
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Mr. John Colburn. 11 99. Do you conceive that under the Reform Bill they had a right to be rein- 

stated ? — I obeyed the order ; but it was an Act of Parliament that had no opera- 

19 February 1838. tjgn in Ireland at the time, and I conceived that we were not bound by it. 

1200. And you conceived that you were bound to reinstate them? — I did. 

1201. You had no order from Mr. Martley to that effect that you can produce? 
— I have not ; I merely mentioned what occurred. 

1202. Did any of the parties whose names appear upon that list, struck off 
by order of the House of Commons, vote at the election in 1837? — I think they 
did. 

. 1203. Can you state the names of any who voted at the last election?— I think 

that Mr. Richard Henry Hedges Beecher voted, as well as ray recollection 
serves me. 

1204. Will you on the next day give the Committee a list of the non-residents 
who had voted at the election of 1837? — I will do so. 

1205. Mr. Serjeant Mr. Martley has been a good while resident, and 
acting as registering barrister for the East Riding of Cork.' — He has. 

1206. He is one of Her Majesty’s counsel? — He is. 

1207. A man of considerable standing at the bar ? — Yes, and a very eminent 
man. 

1208. You stated that you complied with The Speaker’s order without any com- 
munication with Mr. Martley? — I did. 

1209. At that time thinking it imperative upon you to obey the commands of 
The Speaker? — Yes. 

1210. When you communicated w'hat you had done to Mr. Martley, he said 
that he could not act under an English Act of Parliament? — Yes. 

1211. You understood him to mean that there was no analogous Act in Ire- 
land ; that there was no legal authority for the act you had done? — Certainly. 

1212. You received no order from Mr. Martley as to what you should or 
should not do ? — No. 

1213. But you yourself having received from Mr. Martley information that 
there was no analogous Act in Ireland, reinstated the names of persons whose 
names you had struck off before? — I did, and I said so at the time. 

1214. You said so publicly ? — I did. 

1215. You afterwards informed Mr. Martley that you had done so? — Yes. 

1216. And he told you that he approved of what you had done? — In a con- 
versation I had, he said he sanctioned that act; he thought I had acted right; 
and I am quite satisfied, that if I had applied to him on the 1st of January, which 
was the day that I ought to have done so, that he would have probably given me 
the same direction. 

1217. Have you brought with you the original affidavits which are made by the 
persons who come to registers — I have. 

1218. Did you receive from this Committee any orders at any time to make a 
return of the number of persons who appeared to have registered for the county of 
the city of Cork, who subscribed their affidavits as marksmen? — I got an order 
to furnish the number, but that order did not direct me to furnish the names ; 
I furnished the number. 

1219. When did you receive the order from this Committee to furnish the 
number? — Some considerable time since. 

1220. Have you any documents with you which would enable you to state the 
lixne'l — I furnished a return made up to the 13th of January 1838. 

1221. To whom did you furnish it? — To the Castle of Dublin, Mr. Drum- 
mond, pursuant to the order I I’eceived. 

1222. Did you receive an order from Mr. Drummond to make that return? — 
I did. 

1223. And you made out that return and forwarded it to the Castle of Dublin ? 
— I did; it was made up to the 13th of January 1838; I forwarded it probably 
either that day or the next. 

1224. Upon that you stated the number in the margin ? — I did. 

1225. What did the number appear to be ?— They appeared to be 738. 

1226. Who all subscribed their affidavits as marksmen ?— Yes. 

1227. Have you those affidavits with you? —I have. 

1228. AVhen did you send the first return? — The first that I sent was on the 

nth 
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11th of March 1837 ; the number was then 719; and then, up to January 1838 , 1 Mr. John Colbum. 
sent the others. , ^ „ 

1229. Chairman.'] When did you send the first? — About the 12th or 13th of 19 February 1838. 



marcu 1037. . . _ 

1230. Did you forward your communications to Her Majesty’s Castle at Dub- 
lin by private hand or by post? — Always by post. 

1231. You are quite certain that you did so?-yQuite; my clerk in the office 
will be able to prove that. 

1232. Mr. Beamish.] Can you state how many marksmen appeared upon the 
registry of 1 832 ? — No. 

1233. In the gross number you have stated, 738, there are included double regis- 
tries? — Yes ; in the gross number of 6,093 that appear upon my books as having 
registered there are a great number of re-registries. 

1234. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Should you be able to distinguish from the ori- 
ginal documents how many persons have registered more than once? — It would 
be impossible : notices were served, for instance, for the Cork sessions ; when few 
persons attended, then for Middleton. There are different places where they can 
register for the city of Cork ; there is Cork, and Mallow, and Middleton, and 
Kanturk, and Fermoy, where registries take place j one njan will register at 
Fermoy, and then serve another notice for the next sessions for Middleton. 

1235. Then any persons who desired to register for the city of Cork can give 
their notices for any one of those places that they please ? — Yes. 

1236. When they do register they make an affidavit? — Yes. 

1237. Must not that affidavit be deposited with you ? — Yes. 

1238. Can you not, therefore, from those original documents, distinguish how 
often the same man is registered ?— If I was to look through the affidavits, proba- 
bly I might; but that might be an endless task. A question arose as to the pro- 
ducing of a certificate, whether a man could not register again upon that, and he 
registered without an affidavit. 

1239. Mr. French.] Is not that according to law ? — It is. 

1240. Mr. Serjeant So that the affidavits would not enable you to 
give a perfect list of all that had registered twice ?— No ; there appear upon this 
list 6,093, and I suppose half that number would not vote, and could not be put 
forward. 

1 241 . Have you any doubt that more than one-half appearing upon the register 
are either dead men, or persons that have parted with their qualification, or persons 
that have registered twice ? — I cannot answer that question ; there are a great 
number of persons that I do not know. 

1242. Can you not form a judgment as to what number of them are persons 
still alive, and persons possessing still their qualification, and persons that have 
registered only once ? — I could not take upon me to say. 

1 243. Have you any doubt whatever that a very large proportion of these 6,093 
now appearing upon the register are persons that have registered twice or three 
times, or persons that have parted with their franchise, or persons that are dead ? 
—No. 



1244. Mr. Beamish.] Do you know anything of your own knowledge of per- 
sons that have changed their residence ?— No, I do not; I have heard persons say 
that the reason that they registered again was in consequence of having disposed 
of their house, or having changed their residence and registered for another place. 

1 245. Mr. Serjeant Mckson.] Must not there be a great number of instances of 
that kind? — I conceive there must be. 



1246. Mr. Beajjiish.] Are there not many persons registered in more than one 
capacity ? — ^There are some as freemen, some as freeholders, and some as house- 
holders. 

1247. And that necessarily increases the number of names? — \es. 



Geo?'ge Dyson, Esq., called in ; and Examined. 

1 248. Chairman.] WERE you the clerk of this Committee in the lastsession of G. Dyson, Esq. 

Parliament? — I was. ' 

1249. And also in the present ? — Yes. 

1250. Mr. Seijeant Jackson^ Did you, by order of this Committee, transmit 
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G. Di/son,Esq. any order for a return of the number of persons who had subscribed affidavits 
■ made for the purpose of registering as marksmen? — I did. 

19 February 1838. 1251. Can you say when you transmitted that order ; was it in March 1837 ? — 

Yes ; it was the end of February or the beginning of March. 

1252. Did you issue any other order to the same effect in this session, on the 
revival of the Committee ? — I did, on the 1st of December in the last year. 

1253. Did you receive from any quarters to which those orders were addressed 
returns pursuant to the order? — I did last year from the boroughs of Armagh, 
Adiione, Eandonbridge, Belfast, Carlow, Carrickfergus, Cashel, Clonmel, Cole- 
raine, Downpatrick and Newry; Drogheda, Dundalk, Dungarvan, Dungannon, 
Ennis, Enniskillen, Kinsale, New Ross, Portarlington, Sligo, Tralee, Wexford, 
Youghall ; they came as one return, from Mr. Drummond, of the Castle of Dublin. 

1254. What was the date of the return made to you from the Castle of Dublin? 
— The 16th of March 1837. 

1255. Did you receive any upon that occasion from Cork ? — No. 

1256. Have you, in answer to the order transmitted this session, received any 
return from any places? — I have not yet; I have received a return from the 
county of Antrim, and one from the sheriff of the county of Limerick, but none 
relating to marksmen. 

1257. Chairman.] Can you ascertain what was the date of the order of this 
return, namely, “That there be laid before this Committee a return of the several 
persons registered in the several boroughs and cities in Ireland sending members to 
Parliament, who have subscribed their affidavits for registry as marksmen, so as to 
complete the return made to the Committee in the last session of Parliament”? — 
The 1st of December 1837. 

1258. Was that despatched that same day, or thereabouts ? — I always give them 
to the messenger the same day, and I have no doubt this was despatched the 
same day. 

Mr. John Colburn, further Examined. 

"Mr. John Colburn. 1259. Serjeant Jachson.] WILL you give in the order which you received 

— from the Castle of Dublin? — Here is the letter, containing also the order, the order 

of the Committee. 

f The Witness delivered in the same, which are as follows .•] 

(Immediate.) 

Sir, Dublin Castle, 10 February 1838. 

I herewith transmit, by command of the Lord-Lieutenant, a copy of an order of a Select 
Committee of the House of Commons, dated the 1st December, and I am to signify his 
Excellency’s desire that you will forthwith furnish me with one copy of the returns therein 
required, in order that the same may be forwarded to be laid before the Committee 
accordingly. 

I am also to request that the returns called for may be signed by the proper officer, and 
that you will inform me at what time they will be furnished. 

I am, &c. 

The Clerk of the Peace, City of Cork. (signed) ' T. Drummond. 

House of Commons, Select Committee on Fictitious Votes, Ireland. 

Veneris, 1® die Decemhris, 1837. 

The Right Hon. Lord Granville Somerset, in the Chair. 

Ordered, — That there be laid before this Committee a return of the several persons regis- 
tered in the several boroughs and cities in Ireland sending members to Parliament, who have 
subscribed their affidavits for registry as marksmen, so as to complete the return made to 
the Committee in the last session of Parliament. 

(signed) G. C. H. Somerset, Chairman. 

1260. Did you send an answer to that? — I did. 

1261. Will you read it? — 

\The Witness read the same, as follows .•] 

Sir, Cork, 12 February 1838. 

I just received your letter of the 10th instant, enclosing an order of the Select Committee 
on Fictitious Votes, Ireland, dated 1st December 1837, directing me to forward a return of 
the several persons who have subscribed their affidavits as marksmen up to the present 
period, which I regret it is not in my power at present to furnish, having received a summons 
from said Select Committee to appear before them on Friday next, the iGtli instant, at 
12 o’clock, in consequence of which all papers and documents relating to the registry since 

1832, 
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1832 , in my possession, ai-e packed up, and I am this day about to proceed to London with 
them. 

I have already furnished this return up to March 1837 . 

I am, &c. 

T. Drummond, Esq., (signed) John Colburn. 

fee. 8cc. 8cc. 

1262. Do you think that much inconvenience arises from the way in which the 
registries are at present effected? — It would be much more convenient if the 
registry took place in the city of Cork instead of sending us round the county to 
those various places. 

1263. It is very inconvenient to you to have to go to those places, and to take 
your documents with you r — Yes; I am obliged to take all the notices, and to 
have books for each sessions. 

1264. What is the most remote distance that you are obliged to travel? — To 
Kanturk. 

1265. How many miles is that from Cork } — Between 30 and 40 miles; then 
Fermoy is 20 miles in an opposite direction ; then I have Mallow, which is on 
the way to Kanturk. 

1 266. So that the extreme points to which you are obliged to go are between 50 
and 60 miles asunder ? — Yes. 

1267. Must not that put all parties who are concerned either in causing per- 
sons to be registered, or opposing persons to be registered, to great inconvenience ? 
— Certainly it must. 

1268. Must it not be attended with very'consideralde expense to parties who 
desire to be registered, and to witnesses and professional men? — Yes; I am' 
obliged to go there, and take my clerks with me. I am never paid anything, 
except a shilling, upon any that register ; and perhaps I get 30 or 40 notices, and 
only two persons will attend ; and then I am obliged to print all those notices. 
The city pays for the printing. 

1 269. Mr. Beamish.'] That applies to the parties that go to register as much as 
to those that go to oppose? — Certainly. 

1270. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ Does it often happen that a great many more 
persons give notice of an intention to register than those that come forward to 
register? — Almost every sessions. 

1271. You said that sometimes there would not be more than one or two per- 
sons appearing for 20 or 30 notices ? — I will not confine myself to one or two ; 
but out of 25 or 30 notices there are often not a dozen. 

1272. Do not you think it would be a good plan to require the shilling to be 
paid upon the giving of the notice? — I am sure it would curtail the number and 
the expense to the city considerably. 

1273. Would it not prevent a great many tricks which are practised by persons 
giving abortive notices ? — I think it would check the number given. 

1274. It would tend to conhne the notices to those that were really in earnest, 
and intended to go forward? — Yes. 

1275. Mr. Beamish.] Have you any reason to know that parlies accumulate 
notices upon you, without an intention of registering ? — I cannot say what the 
intention is. 

1276. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] The only fact you know is, that you always 
receive a larger number of notices than the number of persons that register ? — 
Invariably. 

1277. And that in the considerable proportion which you have already stated? 
— Yes, except that, in the city of Cork, there are a great number more persons 
register there, because they are upon the spot. 

1278. You were asked about the non-resident freemen. From your knowledge 
of the city of Cork and the gentry who are amongst those non- resident freemen, 
are they not an exceedingly respectable class of persons ? — None more so. 

1279. They consist of the most respectable gentlemen in fact in the county ? — 
The non-resid'ent freemen certainly are ; the great majority of them are highly 
respectable men. 

1280. Mr. Beamish.] Have they, as a body, any direct connexion with Cork ? — 
Some of them may ha>/e. 

1281. Have the great majority of them any local interest in the city of Cork ? — 

I cannot say what interest they have exactly ; there are a great number of highly 

0.46. K 2 respectable 
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Mr. John Colburn, respectable gentlemen that are non-resident that may have some interest with per- 
" sons residing in the city of Cork ; but beyond that I cannot say. 

19 February 1838, 1282. Mx, Lucas.'] Have you any reason to know whether any considerable 

number of those notices are served without the knowledge of the persons who 
appear to be the claimants ? — I cannot say that I have. 

1283. Mr. Serjeant JacksonS\ You make out your lists alphabetically ? — Yes. 

1284. You are obliged by law to give public notice of the persons who intend 
to apply to be registered at the different sessions ? — Yes. 

1285. And you make out the list alphabetically ? — Yes. 

1286. You do not distinguish them according to the district in which they 
reside? — No. I send copies of the notices served upon me to be printed, which 
I post in the usual time required by the Act, previous to the sessions. 

1287. Do you conceive that the law standing as it now does, not requiring a 
notice to specify the district, and not having the list made out with reference to 
the parishes and districts, tends to produce confusion and mischief at the registry? 
— I cannot say that. 

1288. Can you form no opinion upon that? — I have not made an observation 
upon it, so as to be capable to give an answer. 

1289. As an intelligent professional man, conversant with such matters, in the 
nature of things, must it not produce confusion, and must it not make it more 
difficult for persons who are bound to check the persons that give notice, and 
whose duty it would be to investigate the qualification, and the bond Jides of their 
claim, not to have the list made out with reference to districts, but to have it 
made out alphabetically ? — I think that if they were made out with refei-ence to 
parishes or districts it would be a great check. 

1290. It would simplify the matter, and diminish the labour of the persons 
interested in investigating? — I should think so. 

1291. Must it not also, upon the occasion of an election, throw great difficulty 
in the way of those who are to check the claimants to vote in the booths, the not 
having the lists made out with reference to the particular districts r — I think, 
for the same cause, it would expedite the polling to have it made out in districts. 

1292. Would it not simplify the duty of those who are to identify and check 
the parties? — I think so. 

1293. As the law stands, suppose there are 10 booths in the city of Cork, must 
not each candidate who is interested in keeping up a check against personation 
and fraud have persons connected with each parish or district in the county to 
identify the persons ? — They ought. 

1294. And it must multiply the expense manifold to the candidate ? — It must. 

1295. Is that done now ? — Each candidate has bis agent and check-clerk, and 
there are individuals attending that know the persons that go to poll. 

1296. Do you think it possible, in the nature of things, for each candidate to 
have at each of the 10 booths persons acquainted with eveiy parish and locality 
throughout the whole circle of 20 miles round Cork ? — The booths are divided 
into letters, and they know the persons that poll under those letters, and they, of 
course, put persons that know them ; but I take for granted that the candidates 
and their friends acquire the best infoi'ination they can. 

1297. Are not the whole 6,093 whose names appear upon the list divided 
among the lo booths, with reference merely to the alphabetical arrangement of 
their names, and not with reference to any parochial or district arrangement ? — 
Yes; but they are not put down alphabetically, because B and W and J may 
be in one booth, so as not to make up more than a certain number in one 
booth, but it is arranged entirely with reference to the letters. 

1298. Must it not therefore happen that persons would come from the most 
distant parts of the county of Cork to register in the same booth ? — Certainly. 

1299. Then, in order to have an effectual check against personation and fraud, 
ought not each candidate to have persons acquainted with all those localities in 
each and every booth? — I should think so. 

1300. That must necessarily increase the expense enormously ? — I should 
think so. 

1301. Would you not think it an improvement in the law to require that the 
polling should take place in the different booths, dividing the constituency, not 
only with reference lo the initial letter of the name, but likewise with reference to 
the particular district which they inhabit, parochial or otherwise? — I think it 
would be a very great check, and it would be advisable to do it. 

1302. Would 
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1302. Would not that likewise tend considerably to diminish the expense ? I 

should think it would. 

1303. Must it not necessarily, in the nature of things?— I think so. 

1304. Mr. Lucas^ Suppose an honest witness wishes to come forward at the 
registry to give evidence as to the claims of his neighbours, will not that honest 
witness be more likely to come forward if he could find his neighbours all in one 
day, or under one head, than if he had to seek for them amongst the whole mass 
of the inhabitants of the county of the city of Cork?— I should think so. 

^ 305- Therefore if the claimants to register were classed as to the locality, in- 
stead of being classed as to the letter of the name, would there not be a treater 

facility of getting independent and unprejudiced witnesses than at present? 

They would have less trouble, and would be more likely to come forward. 

1306. Mr. Beamish.'] You do not mean to say, that by reason of that you w'ould 
get a better class of witnesses ? — I do not think it would vary the character of the 
witnesses. 

1307. Mr. Lucas.] Would it not be more convenient for witnesses on all sides 
if the claimants were classed as to the locality?— I should think so. 

1308. Mr. S>ev]e^i Jackson.] It appears that a gentleman of the name of 
Gahan was one of those employed to register at the general registry, under the 
Reform Bill in 1832? — Yes. 

1309. A large number of persons came forward to register at that time? A 

great number. 

1310. Did you attend the registry at that time? — I did. 

]3H. Had you known Mr. Gahan as a professional gentleman before ? — Very 
little ; I had seen the gentleman, but I cannot say that I was very intimate with 
him. 

1312. Have you ever seen him engaged professionally in anything? — Never. 

1313. Did you know a person of the name of William Sheehan, of Barrack- 
street, in the city of Cork? — I cannot charge my recollection at this moment 
that Ido; I see that there was William Sheehan, of Barrack-street, a 405 free- 
holder. 

1314. How did that man register at first?— He registered, under the Reform 
Bill, as a 40 s. freeholder, out of a house and ground at Barrack-street, in the 
city of Cork. 

1315* Have you a recollection of an affidavit, in which the party registered as 
out of a house, being altered after he made the affidavit so as to include land as 
well as the house, and your calling upon the gentleman who presided, when you 
discovered the alteration, to authenticate it with his initials? — There was some- 
thing of the kind ; but I cannot be positive as to whether it was the addition of 
the land or what it was. 

1316. Was there not, in fact, an alteration made in the affidavit after it was 
sworn, and did you not, in the discharge of your duty, require that that alteration 
should be initialed? — I think I did, but I cannot answer so serious a question 
positively; there was something of the kind, but I cannot charge my recollection 
with It at this moment. [The tVitness examined the affidavits hi'his possession.] 

1317. Have you now looked amongst your documents, and have you been able 
to find any document of the description referred to?— I find a 40 5. affidavit of 
Wilham Sheehan, of Barrack-street, in the city of Cork ; one of the old affidavits 
before the registry. 

1318. Was this produced at the registry of 1832, for the purpose of that indi- 
vidual being re-registered? — It was. 

1319- Was any alteration made in that document?— I find this memorandum : 
“2d of November 1832, Mr. Gahan initialed the above;” and there are his 
initials. 

1320. You now produce an original affidavit, which appears to have been made 

for the purpose of registering at the sessions of peace held at the Guildhall in the 
city of Cork, on the 22d of April 1S30 ?— Yes, that is one of the origin^ 40 
freeholds. ° 

1321. That was the registry effected before the recorder of the city of Cork? 
— 1 es. 

William Sheehan, who registered originally under this affidavit, came 
lorward for the purpose of registering in 1832 before Mr. Gahan? — He did, and 
there is his affidavit; and he re-registered the 23d of October, with Mr Gahaii’s 
signature. 

k3 1323.0.1 
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1323. On looking at this affidavit, do you see that he had made his affidavit for 
registry in 1 830 out of a house ? — Yes. 

1324. Do you see that another word was inserted there, which now appears 
erased ? — ^Yes. 

1325. Can you read there the word “ground”? — I think it is. 

] 326. Why did you get Mr. Gahan to put his initials to that ? — Because there 
was an erasure made there at the time. 

1327. Mr. At what time? — At the registry of 1832. 

1328. Then when this affidavit was produced in 1832, was there that erasure 
appearing upon the face of it? — No ; the erasure was made at the registry of 1832. 

1329. By whom? — By Mr. Gahan. 

1330. Chairman^ Was that the cause of 3’our making that mark at the bottom? 
—Yes. 

1331. Mr. Serjeant JhcA:w?i.] Did you require Mr. Gahan, in consequence of 
your observing that, to put his initials to it? — I did, because I would not permit 
any person, except one of the registering barristers, to make an alteration. 

1332. Did you know that it was not competent to any person to alter an affi- 
davit after the man had sworn it ? — I conceive so ; but it was at the first registry, 
and when he re-registered again I could not refuse Mr. Gahan to do it, for he got 
the affidavit and did it. 

1333. Did he get the affidavit? — He had the affidavit before him. 

1334. A party having made an affidavit in 1830, and being registered upon it, 
are you not aware that it was not within the power of any person to alter that affi- 
davit so sworn at a subsequent period ? — Certainly. 

1335. Must not the effect of that be to make a man appear to swear what he 
did not swear ? — It is very like it. 

1336. Did you then feel that something had been done with the record in your 
custody, which you considered yourself responsible for? — Yes; at the time this 
was done, 1 was going round the different booths, and I afterwards heard of it. 

1337. What did you hear ? — I heard that Mr. Gahan had made some alteration, 
or done something with an affidavit, and in consequence I applied to Mr. Gahan, 
and I made him initial that. 

1338. When you bear’d he had made this alteration, did you go into his booth ? 
— I am not sure whether it was the next morning or tliat day on which I spoke to 
him upon the subject; but I know that in consequence of my application to him 
I made him initial that on the 2d of November 1832, and that he came to my 
house to do it. 

1339. Did you ask him whether, in fact, he had made that alteration? — ■! did; 
I said, “ Mr. Gahan, there is an alteration made by you in one of the affidavit? ’’ 
or words to that effect, and I said, “put your initials there, if you please,” and lit. 
did so. 

1340. Chairman^ Did he state that he had re-sworn the man, after making this 
alteration ? — No. 

1341. Mr. Beamish.~\ Do you know whether he did or not? — I do not know. 

1342. He might have re-sworn the man after making the alteration, for any- 
thing you know ? — He might. 

1343. Mr. LtfroyP\ Had he any authority to do so? — I do not conceive he had. 

1344. Mr. Beamuh.'] Did he state any reason for making the alteration ? — No. 

1 345. Chairmcm.l What alteration appears to be made upon the 2d of November 
1832 ? — I do not say that the erasure was upon that day ; but it was upon the 2d 
of November that I made him initial it for my satisfaction. 

1346. Does not the certificate of registry of the same man bear date the 23d of 
October 1832? — It does. 

1347. Can you account for Mr. Gahan having made this alteration in the old 
affidavit? — No, I cannot account for it; when 40 freeholders came to be re- 
registered under the Reform Act, their affidavits were produced, and then, accord- 
ing to the new Act, they were re-registered, and that circumstance the barrister 
generally marked on the back of the old affidavit. 

1348. Was it a common circumstance for the barrister to alter the original 
affidavit? — No; I never knew of it being done except in that instance. I did not 
see Mr. Gahan make that erasure; I had heard of it, and I applied to him in 
consequence, and in consequence of that he initialed it. 

1349. Mr. Beamish^ Did he state by whose direction it was made? — I did not 
ask him anything of the kind. 

1350. What 
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135®* What reason did he give for signing it? — He gave me no reason for Hr. John Colburn 
signing it. — 

1351. Mr. Lefroy.'] Was not his signature for the purpose of authenticating 19 Februai7 1838. 
that such an alteration had been made ? — Certainly. 

1352. Mr. Bearnish.'] He did not say that he had desired the alteration to be 
made ? — He did not say that he had done it ; but I presume by his initialing it that 

it must have been done with his sanction or by him. ^ 

1353- In consequence of your having heard that an erasure had been made 
upon the original affidavit, you requested him to put his signature to it, for your 
satisfaction, and he did so without saying that he had sanctioned its being done, 
or giving any other reason for it r — He did : but, for my own satisfaction, having 
heard that it was done, I applied to him to initial it, being responsible for the 
care of it. 

^354- Are you aware whether the number of marksmen which there appear to 
have been was by reason of the incapacity of the parties to write, or w'hether it 
was done from the rapidity with which the" parties were obliged to serve notices? 

I am satisfied that it was done to get registered, to get the cei’tificate in time; 
there were some people that could not write ; there were other persons whose 
hands may have been incapacitated at the time ; there were some that had the 
gout j and I know that some very active persons filled in the affidavits, and that 
many men were sent in as marksmen wlio could write : I believe that Mr. Maher 
did that. 

1355- Mr. Serjeant Jackson-I Do you know that Mr. Maher did that in many 
instances ? — I cannot say that he did it. 

1356. Would you think it a right thing to do if the man could really write ? — 

I think it is very wrong. 

1357* Do you know that, in point of fact, any man did sign as a marksman that 
could write? — I cannot say that I do. 

1358. Are the people that inhabit within the county of the city of Cork very 
much in the habit of having the gout? — There are a great number of respectable 
persons whose names appear as marksmen. 

‘359- Do you know any respectable persons whose names appear as mai’ksmen ^ 

— I cannot name any particular one. 

1360. Have you in your recollection any respectable gentleman signing as 
marksman? — I cannot name any. 

1361. Did you ever notice the fact that any person who could write signed as 
a marksman ? — I cannot say. 

1 362. j;)id you ascertain that ? — I did not. 

.^3. Therefore you have no facts to warrant you in saying that any of those 
persons whose names appear with a mark could really write their names?— I 
cannot state any particular instance of it. 

1364. And, in your opinion, that would be an improper thing for any person to 
cause to be done ? — Yes. 

^365* Do you think it would take less time for another person to write the name 
''‘"^he individual, and for that individual to put his cross, than for the person to 
vvrite it himself? — That would depend upon the manner in which the man wrote. 

Some of those persons who write very badly may take two or three minutes to 
write their name, whereas a smart fellow that filled up the affidavit would just 
put down the name quickly, and the man would put a cross. 

3366. But you cannot say that that was done in any instance ? — I cannot say. 

1367. Mr. Beamish.'] To the best of your belief, was it done ?— If I was to form 
a belief upon it, I believe that it was done. 

3368. In many cases? — I cannot say in many cases. 

1369. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ Did anybody teli you that it was done ? — I cannot 
charge my recollection. 

1370. So that you neither saw it yourself nor heard anybody say that it was 
done, and yet you are ready to form a belief that it was done ; what grounds have 
you for that belief, particularly as you are aware that it was a wrong thing to do; 
w’hy should you believe that such a thing was done without any grounds'? — If it 
was done, I am sure it was done to facilitate the thing. 

1371. Mr. Litton.] Did Mr. Maher ever tell you 'that it was done? — I cannot 
say whether he did or not, 

®-4^‘ K 4 1372. Mr. 
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1372. Mr. Beamish.'] Was it generally reported as a common report? — I 
cannot say. 

1373. x\Ir. Litton.] Did any other individual ever tell you that it was done? — 
I do not recollect. 

1374. Chairman?^ Would you, as a professional man, allow any client of yours 
to act in that manner? — I would not. 

1375* Would you, if you were acting as a registering barrister, permit such a 
mode of proceeding if you knew the man could write ?— -Indeed I would not. 

1376. If you appeared as agent against a notice to be registered, would you 
not put it forward as an objection to the claim of the party his having signed as 
a marksman, if you knew that he could write his own name ? — If I was op- 
posed to the registry of that man I should think it my duty to do so. 

1377. Do not you think it would be a valid objection? — I think it ought to be. 

1378. Mr. Litton.] Do not you consider that it is a suggestion of falsehood for 
a man to put his mark when he can write his name ? — It looks very like it. 

1379. Would any respectable professional man himself be party to a suggestion 
of falsehood ? — I do not conceive he would ; Tam sure he ought not. 

1380. Mr. Beamish^ Have you any reason to suppose that any of those 
signatures by marks were made by the parties with a view to commit a fraud ? — 
I do not conceive they were. If done at all, it was done for the purpose of 
expediting the registry. 

1381. Are there not many persons, in the liberties particularly, who are not able 
to write, but who are very well-informed people otherwise, as country farmers? — 
I should suppose there are. 

1382. And very well entitled under the Reform Bill to register their franchise? 
— So far as the 10 1 . qualification, I think so. 

1 383. Although they have not education enough to write ? — That may be. 

Mr. John Young, called in ; and Examined. 

1384. Chairman.] WHAT are you ? — A shopkeeper on the Grand Parade, in 
the city of Cork. 

1385. How long have you been resident in the city of Cork? — I was born there, 
and have resided there ever since. 

1386. Mr. Serjeant TacA'Ww.] Are you in possession of any houses and property 
in the city of Cork ? — I am. 

1387. Are those houses situated in different parts of the town? — In different 
parts of the town. 

1388. Are you a judge of the value of houses? — I consider myself to be so. 

1389. Have you tenants occupying the houses which you have let? — I have. 

1390. At rents, in different parts of the town ? — At rents. 

1391. Are your houses within the city of Cork, properly so called, or in the. 
suburbs r — In the city of Cork, properly so called. 

1392. Do you consider yourself capable of estimating tlie value of houses, and 
that species of property? — I do. 

1393 - Were you oneof the valuators in 1833 ? — I w'as. 

1394. Were you employed by any persons for the purpose of valuing? — By 
the grand jury, in the summer assizes of 1832. 

1395. What duly was- devolved upon you by that appointment? — We received 
the books from the treasurer of the valuation of 1S28, and we were directed by 
the grand jury to go through the city with those books, and any houses that we 
found not valued w'e w’ere desired to value. 

1396. Any houses that, in your judgment, ought to be valued, but were not 
valued in 1828, you were desired to value? — We were. 

1397. Did your directions extend not only to newly-built houses, but to houses 
which had been standing in 1828, but not included in the valuation of that year ? 
— Any house that we thought ought to be valued that we did not find on the 
books we were directed to value. 

1398-. Did you proceed to execute your duty in consequence of that appoint- 
ment ? — We did. 

3399. How many valuators were there? — Fourteen; two from each parish. 

1400. During what length of time were vou employed on that duty? — I sup- 
pose about four weeks. 

140] . What district were you appointed to ? — For the parish of Christchurch. 

1402. That 
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1402. That is a central parish in the city of Cork ? — It is. 

1403. Have you any document with you which would enable you to state the 
houses which you did visit, and their value? — I have. 

1404. Have you any list of the persons who are registered as 10 1 . householders ? 
— I have. 

1405. Had you it at the time you were valuing? — No, I had not; I had no 
reference to it at all. 

1406. Did you visit the house of a person named James Miller? — I did. 

1407. Where is it situated? — At Blackpool. 

1408. When did you visit it? — Since Christmas; since I received my summons 
to come here. 

1409. Did you examine his house with a view to set a value upon it? — I did. 

1410. What is the value of his house? — I do not think his house is worth more 
than 5 /. a year. 

1411. Is there any yard annexed to it? — There is about a quarter of an acre of 
land. 

1412. Did you value his house and the quarter of an acre of land ? — I did. 

1413. Putting a liberal value upon it, what is the highest you would value it at, 
taking the house and land altogether?' — I do not think it is worth more than 5 1 . 
a year. 

1414. Chah'man, to Mr. Colburn.'\ Does James Miller appear upon the list 
of registered voters ? — James Miller, a carpenter, at Blackpool, appears to have 
registered on the 30th of March 1836, out of a house and land at Blackpool, as 
a 10 /. householder. Voted 1837. 

1415. Mr. Beamish, to Mr. Young.'] Did you go into that man’s house and 
examine his premises? — I did. 

1416. Did you examine them thoroughly, so as to ascertain their value? — 

I did. 

1417. Do you know what rent that man paid? — He told me he paid four 
guineas a year. 

1418. Are you aware whether he built the house himself, or whether that is the 
ground-rent ? — The house appears to me so old, that he could not have built it him- 
self ; it is so old, I have no doubt of it. 

1419. Was that four guineas paid for the house, or for the house and ground ? — 
I asked him the rent he was under, and . he said four guineas a year ; I took it 
that he meant the house and ground. 

1420. Then, in fact, the four guineas might be the rent for the house alone, and 
the land might be paid for in addition ? — It might. 

1421. And you, of your own knowledge, cannot say whether that rent was for 
the house, or the house and ground ? — I cannot say. 

1422. Mr, Serjeant But you asked him what rent he stood at there, 

and he informed you four guineas, and he did not say that was for the house 
alone, or for the ground alone ? — Exactly so ; I asked his wife to show me the 
ground. 

1423. No matter when the house was built, or by whom it was built, is it your 
judgment, from having examined the house, together with the ground, that they are 
not tliis day worth more than 5/. ? — It is. 

1424. That is the most you would value them at ? — It is. 

1425. Mr. Beamish.] Did you see his receipt for the rent? — I did not. 

1426. Mr. Seijeant Jackson.] Did you visit the house of Cornelius l^oonan? — 
I did ; I was not inside it; I was at it, and went round to the back of it through 
another house next to it, and saw it and the ground. 

1427. You saw it front and rear? — Yes. 

1428. When was that?— -Since I received my summons. 

1429. How much land has he ? — The land he has i,s so small that I cannot put 
an acreable size upon it; a small piece of ground the breadth of the house. 

1430. Is it a garden? — What they call in Ireland a garden, a potato garden. 

1431. What might be the breadth of the house? — Eigiiteenor 20 feet. 

1432. What kind of house is it? — It is a general ruin, very much out of 
repair. 

1433. Is it more than one story high? — No. 

1434. Is it slated or thatched? — Slated. 

^ 435 - stated that strip of land was the breadth of the house; what depth 
was it ? — As well as I recollect, 50 or 60 feet. 

0.46. L 1436. What 
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Mr. John Young. ^ 1436. What value do you put on that house and strip of land, at the most ? — 
' - I think the utmost value of it is two guineas a year. 

39Pebruary 1838. Mr. Beamish.'] Did you examine that house? — Very minutely, as far as 

I could do without going into it; the man was out at the time. 

1438. Do you know what rent he pays ?— I cannot tell what rent he pays. 

1439' your knowledge of the buildings, and the ground in the neigh- 

bourhood of Cork, are you satisfied that that is not worth more than two guineas 
a year ? — I am satisfied of it ; the people in the neighbourhood told me that that 
was the rent ail the houses in that row paid. 

1440. Are you aware whether a party registering there might not have regis- 
tered out of other grounds under the same landlord ? — He might, without my 
knowing it. 

1441. Then he might have a' full valuation to register, although what you saw 
was not a full valuation? — He might. 

1442. Mr. Serjeant Jackson, to Mr. Colburn.] Do you find Cornelius Noonan, 
labourer, Dublin Hill, upon the register? — Cornelius Noonan, house and land at 
DublinHill; a 10 /. householder ; registered the i oth of October 1832. Votedi832. 

1443- (To Mr. Young.) Did you visit the house of Michael Murphy, Narrow- 
lane, since Christmas? — I did. 

1444. What is his house? — A very small house, in very bad repair. 

] 445. What description of house ?— Two stories ; there is one flight of stairs in 
it ; the house is in a very bad situation. 

1446. What are the premises? — I saw no premises, but a yard made up of 
loose stones, and a pigsty of a very inferior kind in the yard. 

1447. From your knowledge'of the value of premises of that kind, what might 
be the outside value of them? — ■! think the outside value of them is 4/. 

1448. Do you consider that those premises could have been worth 10 /. in the 
year 1832 ?■ — They never were worth 10 /. 

1449. Mr. Beamish.] Were you inside the house ? — I was. 

1450. And examined it thoroughly ? — Yes. 

1451. You do not know what rent he pa}'S ? — I have no idea. 

1452. You do not know out of what property he registered? — He registered 
out of a house and premises in Narrow-lane. 

1453' 1^0 you know what premises he has in Narrow-lane, independent of what 
you saw ? — No. 

1454* he might have other premises in Narrow-lane, out of which he regis- 
tered, for aught you know ? — He might ; but there are very few houses in it. 

1455. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ Did you ever hear that he had? — I never did. 

1456. Mr. Beamish.] Did you ever hear that he had not? — No. 

1457' Serjeant Jackson, to Mr. Colburn.] Do you find upon the registry 
the name of Michael Murphy? — Michael Murphy, clothier, Narrow-lane, city of 
Cork; house and premises at Narrow-lane; 10/. householder: he appears to have 
been registered the 13th of November 1 832. Voted in 1832, 1835, and 1837. 

145S' (To Mr. Xflw.) Does Michael Murphy, of Narrow-lane, appear in the 
valuation book ? — No. 

1459. (To Mr. Young.) Did you visit the house of Jeremiah Murphy, in Blar- 
ney-lane, since Christinas? — I did. 

1460. What premises has he ? — The house is a very small, poor slated house ; 
the premises are much superior to it ; they consisted of a very good backhouse 
and a loft in it. 

1461. According to the best of your judgment, what is the value of the house 
and concerns ? — As far as my judgment goes, I think 3 ?. a year is nearly the full 
value of them. 

1462. Mr. Beamish^ Were you in the house? — I was. 

1463. And examined it thoroughly? — I did. 

1464. Do you know what rent the party pays? — No. 

1465. You do not know whether the registry was out of those premises, or any 
other contiguous premises held under the same landlord ? — No. 

3466. You know nothing with regard to the rent he pays, nor out of what he 
registers, of your own knowledge ? - No. 

1467. Were the parties aware for what purpose you came to them? — They 
could not be; it was two poor women that I saw in the bouse. 

1468. Might not the neighbours tell them what you came about ? — I do not 
think they could. 

1469. Do 
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1469. Do you think if they knew what you were coming about they would be TAx.JohnYoimg. 

likely to tell you the facts with regard to their premises, and to give you the means 

of a thorough inquiry into all their affairs ? — I think they would be very apt to 19 February 1838. 
mislead me. 

1470. Then in fact you might go there upon a wild-goose chase ? — I might. 

1471. Mr. Serjeant Jacksoni^ Did you trust to your own eyes and to your own 
judgment, or did you take the word of those people? — My own judgment. 

1472. Did you in each and every case exercise your own judgment upon the 
examination had upon the spot? — I did; I am particularly acquainted with the 
value of places in Blarney-lane, for I have several houses there of my own. 

1473. Beamish.'] But inasmuch as you do not know what extent of pre- 
mises those parties registered out of, you cannot pretend to say what value they 
had for the registry ? — I could not. 

1474. Chairman.] Were the parties most likely to put their premises at a less 
value than the real one, if they thought you came to ascertain whether they had 
a right to vote r — They would be more likely to increase the value. 

1475. Mr. Beamish.'] Do not you think it very possible that they might mislead 
you and deteriorate the value, in order to lead you to give evidence contrary to the 
facts? — I do not think so. 

1476. You think they would be disposed, knowing your object in coming there, 
rather to raise the value of the premises than to mislead you by deteriorating 
them ? — I think so. 

1477. Chairman, to Mr. Lane.] Will you state what is the value, appearing 
in the books, of Jeremiah Murphy’s house and concerns in Blarney-lane? — £.5. 

1478. Mr. Serjeant Jackson to Mr. Colburn^ Do you find upon the registry 
Jeremiah Murphy, of Blarney-lane? — Jeremiah Murphy, shoemaker, Blarney -lane ; 
house and land at Blarney-lane; 10 1 . householder; registered the 22d of Septem- 
ber 1836. 

1479. (To Mr. Young.) What class of persons are those persons of whose 
houses you have been speaking; what kind of person was this James Miller?— 

I should call him a decent man ; he is a superior man to Jeremiah Murphy, the 
shoemaker. 

1480. What description of person is Cornelius Noonan ? — I did not see him. 

1481. Do you know what kind of person Michael Murphy is? — No, I never 
saw him. 

1482. Do you know Jeremiah Murphy, of Blarney-lane ? — No. 

1483. Chairman.] Should you say that Jeremiah Murphy’s house was more 
valuable formerly than it is at this moment? — Of course it was, 

1484. Do you think it could ever have been of the value of 10^.? — Never ; 
there is only one room in it; it never could have been valued for the city rates, it 
is so small. 

1485. Therefore your judgment is, that the Jeremiah Murphy appearing upon 
the rate book, is not the same person respecting whom you are giving evidence ? — 

It could not be the same person whose house I visited. 

1486. Chairmaji.] Is the man whose house you have been speaking of, a shoe- 
maker? — He is. 

1487. (To Mr. Colburn^ Do you find upon the register a second person of the 
name of Jeremiah Murphy, of Blarney-lane? — I do; he is described as shop- 
keeper in Blarney-lane, in the city of Cork, and the description of his property 
is, “ shop at Blarney-lane,” and the other is, “ house and concerns at Blarney- 
lane.” Voted in 1837. 

1488. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Did you visit a person of the name of John 
Oaksiiott, in Phillips’s-lane ? — I did. 

1489. Did you see his shop ? — I was in it. 

1490. You examined it? — I did. 

1491. What is the highest value you would put upon that shop ? — £. 2 a year. 

1492. What description of shop is it ? — It is a workshop ; he is a carpenter, 

1493. (To Mr. Lane.) Does such a person as John Oakshott, in Phiilips’s-lane, 
appear to have been valued ? — No. 

1494. Mr. Seijeant Jflcfooj?, to Mr. Colburn^ Do you find John Oakshott upon 

the register? — I do ; John Oakshott, carpenter, Phillips’s-lane, city of Cork; shop 
at Phillips’s-lane ; 10/. householder; registered the 2d ofNovember 1832. Voted 
1832 and in 1835. ' 

0.46. L 2 1495' To 
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MT.JoJm Young. 1495 - (To Mr. Y'oung.') Did you visit the house of Michael Pickley, of Raw- 
- • ' buck’s-lane ? — I did. 

igFebruaiy 1838. 1496. Did you examine it ? — I did. 

1497. What value did you set upon that house? — I think 5/. is the utmost 
value. 

1498. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find Michael Pickley upon the register?— 
I find Michael Pickley, Rawbuck’s-lane, city of Cork; house at Rawbuck’s-lane, 
registered the 18th of October 1832. Voted in 1835 and 1837. 

H 99 - Mr. Lane.) Do you find any person of that name and description 
in your valuation ? — Here is James Pickley, valued at 3 1 ., but I do not find any 
Michael Pickley. 

1500. Mr. Beamish.'] That valuation is in 1828? — Yes. 

1501. Mr. Seijeant Jackson, to Mr. Young.] Could that house have been worth 
10/. in 1828 ? — No ; it is a poor thatched house. 

1502. What number of stories has it? — One story, besides the ground-floor. 

1503. How many rooms has it? — I cannot tell; I believe there are four. 

1504. Mr. Beamish.] Were you inside it? — I was. 

1505. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] But according to your judgment it never could 
have been worth 10 1 . ? — Never. 

1506. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find any other person of the name of 
Pickley in Rawbuck’s-lane, upon the registry, except Michael Pickley? — No. 

1.507. Mr. Beamish, to Mr. YoungP^ You are not aware out of what premises 
this man registers ? — No. 

1508. So that he may have other property in Rawbuck’s-lane held under the 
same landlord, and which may be worth 10 1 . for all you know ? — He may. 

1509. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Do you know the man ? — No. 

1510. Did you visit the house of Jeremiah Mahony, in Rawbuck’s-lane, since 
Christmas? — I did. 

1511. Did you examine his house carefully? — I did. 

1512. What value do you set upon his house? — £.5. 

^513- W'hat class of house is it? — There are only three rooms in it; it is in 
very bad repair. 

1514. (To Mr. Lane.) Do you find Jeremiah Mahony in the books of the 
valuation? — He is valued, in 1828, for a yard and stable at 10 1 . 

^ 5 ^. 5 * (To Mr. Young.) Does that house appear to have been built since 
1828? — No; it is a very old house, in very bad repair; there is hardly a whole 
pane of glass in the house. 

1516. (^o Mr. Colburn.) Do you find Jeremiah Mahony upon the register? — 
Yes, 1 find Jeremiah Mahony registered out of a house in Rawbuck’s-lane the 
3d of November 1 832. Voted in 1 832 and 1 837. 

15^7* (To Mr. Lane.) You find no Jeremiah Mahony valued for a house in 
Rawbuck’s-lane ? — No. 

1518. Mr. Beamish.] Subsequent to 1828, might not there be a house built in 
place of the yard ? — There might. 

j 5 ^ 9 " Mr. Serjeant Jackson, to Mr. Young.] Did there appear to be any new 
edifice erected upon any part of the premises? — I have no recollection of it; the 
house could not have been built, so far as 1 could judge, within 20 years. 

1520. Did you visit the house of a pei’son ot the name of James Riordan, in 
Curry’s Rock ? — I did. 

1521. V\hat description of house is that? — A very bad house, in very bad 
repair; the partitions are broken, and hardly any glass in it. 

1522. What is the highest value of that house ? — I think the highest value is 
5 /. a year. 

1523. Does the man occupy the whole of it? — He lives in but one room 
himself 

1524. How is the rest of it occupied? — The two rooms on the ground-floor, he 
told me, were let for pda week each ; one room up stairs for 8 d a week, and the 
other up stairs he lives in himself. 

1.525. And you think those premises are dear enough at that rent? — They are, 
indeed. 

1526. Chairman, to Mr. Lane.] Does he appear in the valuation books? — ’No. 

1527. Mr. Serjeant Jackson to Mr. Colburn.] Do you find James Itiordan upon 
the register? — James Riordan, weaver, Curry’s Rock, city of Cork; house at 
Curry’s Rock; 20th of October 1832. He voted 1832, 1835, 1837. 

1528. (To 
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2528. (To Mr. Could that house, in your opinion, at any time have 

been worth 10?. a year? — Never, in my opinion. 

1529. Certainly not in 1832? — No. 

1530. Mr. Beamish.'] You do not know out of what premises he registered ? — 
He only registered out of one house. 

1531. Do you knovv that of your own knowledge?— It is so in the registry- 
book. 

1532. It is in that house he registered ? — Yes, I saw him there. 

5 533- Hid he tell you that he registered out of the house? — No. 

1534* What description of man is he ? — He. is a poor man ; I think a slater 
by trade. 

1535. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Did you visit the house of a person of the name 
of Cornelius O’Connell, Bastable-square ? — I did. 

1536. Did you go into the house ?— I did. 

1537- What description of house is it ? — The lower part of the house is merely 
a stable, from which there is a small staircase to two rooms over the stable, where 
he resides. 

1538. Then it consists of the low^er part, which is a stable, and two rooms 
above ? — Yes. 

^539* What is the outside value of that house?— £. 5 per annum. 

1540. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find Cornelius O’Connell upon the register? 
— Cornelius O’Connell, painter, Bastable-square, city of Cork; house at Bastable- 
square ; 10/. householder; registered 26th of November 1832. Voted in 1832 
and 1837. 

1541. (To Mr. Young.) Was that house ever, in your judgment, of the value of 
10/.? — It never could be. 

1542. (To Mr. Lane.) Do you find such a person valued? — No, in neither 
valuation. 

1543* CTo Mr. Yowig.) Did you visit the house of a person of the name of 
John O’Leary, in Bailey’s-Iane ? — I did. 

1544. What description of house has he? — It is in very bad repair. 

1545. Does he occupy the whole of that house himself, or only part of it? — 
I cannot state that he resides there at all now. 

1546. What is the outside value of that house ? — I think the outside value of it 
is 5/. 

1547. (To Mr. Lane.) Do you find that that John Leary, of Bailey’s-laue, was 
valued for the house in Bailey’s-lane in the supplementary valuation of 1833? — ^ 
He was valued at 5/., and he appealed, and was struck out. 

1548. (TloMw Colburn.) Do you find that person upon the register ? — I find 
John O’Leary, labourer, Bailey’s-lane, city of Cork; house at Bailey’s-lane; \ol. 
householder; registered 16th of October 1833. 

1549. (To '^'h.Yoicng.) Was that house ever, in your judgment, worth 10/. ? — 
Never. 

1550. Did you visit the house of Edmond Byan, Quarry-road, since Christmas? 
— I did. 

1552. What did his premises consist of? — They consisted of two rooms, one 
occupied by himself and the other let for 8</. a week ; and the upper part 
consists of three rooms, one let for lOt/. per week and the other two at is. per 
week each. \ 

1552. What is the outside value of his house? — I think the outside value is 61 . 
per annum. 

1553. Did you see any land ? — There is a small garden at the back of it. 

1554. Is it more than the breadth of the house?— No. 

2 555- Extending to what depth ? — I should think about 60 or 70 feet. 

1556. And according to the best of your judgment the house and the strip of 
ground did not exceed 61 . a year in value r — That is my opinion. 

1557* (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find him upon the register? — I find Edmond 
Ryan, carpenter. Quarry-road, city of Cork; house and land at Quarry-road; 
20?. houseliolder, registered 28th of November 1832. Voted in 1837. 

1558. (To Mr. Lane.) Is he in the supplementary valuation? — He was valued 
in the supplementary valuation at 5 1 ., and struck out upon appeal. 

1559 (To Mr. Young.) Did you visit the house of Thomas Canty, of Barry’s- 
lane, since Christmas?- — 1 did. 

1560. What description of house is it ? — It is iu very bad repair. 

L 3 256 i- What 



Mr. John Young. 
jg February 1838. 
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Mt.Jokn Young. 1561. What is the outside value you would put upon it? — £. 5 per annum; he 
. ■ told me himself he paid 5 1 . for it. 

19 February 1838. 1562. And you consider that is the extreme value of it ? — I do. 

55^3* (To Mr. Colburn.') Do you find Thomas Canty, of Barry’s-lane, upon 
the registry? — I find Thomas Canty, gardener, Barry ’s-lane, city of Cork; house 
in Barry*s-lane ; \ol. householder; registered 19th of October 1832. Voted 
in 1832, 1837. 

15 ^ 4 - (To Mr. Young.) Could it have been of the value of 10/. in 1832 ? — 
Never. 

^565* (To Mr. Lane.) Do you find him in the valuation 1 — He is not in either 
valuation. 

1566. (To Mr. Young.) Did you visit the house of Job Keyburn, in Cross 
Gun-lane, since Christmas? — I did. 

1567. Did you examine his house? — I did not go into it. 

1568. Did you examine the exterior ofit? — I did, in the front of it. 

1569. What description of house is it? — It is a most wretched house; it seemed 
to me to be dangerous to live in it, it was so ruinous. 

1570. What description of house was it ; was it two stories high ? — Yes. 

1571. That is, a ground-floor and one upstairs floor? — Yes. 

1572. What do you consider the value of his house ? — £. 4. 

* 573 * (J0M.V. t!olburn.) Do you find Job Keyburn upon the register? — Job 
Keyburn, hosier, Cross Gun-lane; house at Cross Gun-lane j 10 /. householder : 
registered 18th of September 1833. Voted 1837. 

1574 - Mr. Serjeant to Mr. Yoiing^ Could that house have been worth 

10/. a year in 1833?— It never was worth it. 

^ 575 * Did you visit the house of Edward Flynn, of Great Britain-street, since 
Christmas ? — I did. 

1576. Did you examine his house with a view to estimate the value ofit? — I 
examined it, and I do not think it is worth more than 6 a year. 

^ 577 - (To Mr. Lane.) Do you find Edward Flynn, of Great Britain-street, to 
have been valued in the supplementary valuation of 1833, and do you find that 
upon his appeal, he was struck out of the valuation as a person who ought not to 
be charged ? — He was valued at 5 /., appealed, and was struck out. 

1578. (To Mr. Colburn.) Does such a person appear upon the register? — 
Edward Flynn, tailor, Great Britain-street, city of Cork; house at Gre&t Britain- 
street; 10 /. householder ;*registered 23d ofNovember 1832. Voted 1832, 1835, 
and 1837. 

^ 579 - (To Mr. Young.) Could the house have been worth 10/. in 1832, 
according to your judgment? — It could not. 

1580. Did you visit the house of Robert Potter, Hughes’s-Iane ? — I did. 

1581. Did you examine it? — I did. 

1582. Do his concerns consist of more than a house? — No. 

1583 ' What is the outside value of that house? — He told me he paid five 
guineas a year for it ; and I think that is the full value of it. 

1584. (To Ml. Lane.) Does such a person as Robert Potter, of Hughes’s-lane, 
appear upon your valuation at all ? — No. 

1585* (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find Robert Potter upon the register ? — I 
find Robert Potter, servant, Hughes’s-lane, city of Cork; a house at Hughes’s- 
lane; 10/. householder; registered the 8th of November 1832. Voted 1832 
1835, and 1837. 

3586. (To Mr. Young.) Could it have been worth 10/. in the year 1832 ? 
— No. 

1587. Mr. Beamish.'] These valuations are all founded upon your own opinion? 
—Upon my own opinion. 

1588. Not governed by consultation with others? — No. 

ijSp. Solely upon your own judgment? — Yes. 

1590. Chairman.] Do you let your own housesujjon your own judgment? — I do. 

1591. Did you form your opinion with regard to those houses"” of which you 
have been giving evidence in the same manner as you do with regard to your 
OW'D houses, when you have got them to let? — I did. 

1592. Would you be content to receive for your own houses, supposing them 
to be in a similar condition, and in similar situations, the rents which you have 
stated to be the value of these? — I do not think 1 could get those rents for any I 
have mentioned. 

1593. Mr. 
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1593. Mr. Beamish.'] Did you go about with a view to ascertain the value, as 
if they were valued by the grand jury? — No. 

1594. Would you be satisfied to take the grand jury value for your houses? 

—No. 

^595* Then the value you put upon those houses is the outside value that any 
landlord could get for them ? — Yes. 

1596. Founded upon your own judgment? — Yes. 



MartiSy 20° die Februarii, 1838. 



MEMBERS 

Mr. Beainisli. 

Sir Robert Ferguson. 

Mr. F. French. 

Mr. Serjeant Jackson. 



PRESENT. 



Mr. Lefroy. 

Mr. Litton. 

Lord Granville Somerset. 



LORD GRANVILLE SOMERSET, in the Chair. 



Mr. John Young, called in ; and further Examined. 

1597. Mr. Serjeant DID you visit a person of the name of Thomas 
Cummings, of Archdeacon’ s-lane ? — I ^d. 

1598. Did you examine his house carefully? — I did. 

1599. What is the utmost value of that house? — Tlie utmost value of that 
house I consider to be 4 1 . per annum. 

1600. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find a person of the name of Thomas Cum- 
mings upon the register? — I find Thomas Cummings, shoemaker. Archdeacon’s 
lane ; house at Archdeacon’ s-lane ; 10^. householder; registered at Mallow the 1st 
of April 1836. 

1601. To Mr. Young^ Could that house, by any possibility, have been of the 
value of 10?. a year in 1836 ? — It was never worth 10?. a year when it was first 
built. 

1602. In what condition was that house when you visited it? — In very bad 
repair ; a very poor smaE house. 

1603. (To Mr. Lane.) Do you find any such person as that in the valuations 
for the purposes of local taxation ? — No. 

1 604. (To Mr. Yotmg.) Did you visit the house of a person of the name of 
Daniel Sheehan, of Pope’s-quay, since last Christmas ? — I did. 

1605. Did you estimate the value of it according to the best of your judg- 
ment ? — He told me that he paid 5 ?. a year for it, and I think that is the full 
value of it ; it is in bad repair, and is a smaE house. 

1606. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find Daniel Sheehan, of Pope’s-quay, upon 
the register ? — I find Daniel Sheehan, shoemaker, Pope’s-quay, city of Cork ; 
house at Pope’s-quay; householder, 10?.; registered 23d of October 1832. Voted 
1832. 

1607. (To 'Mx.Young.) Could that house, according to the best of your judg- 
ment, have been worth 10?., or any such sum, in 1832 ? — It never could. 

1608. (To Mr. Xawe.) Do you find him in the valuation? — Yes, Thomas 
Sheehan, dweEing-house, 5?. 

1609. Has he been paying his rates upon that valuation ? — In the summer of 
1832 he was rated; in spring and summer 1833 he was returned poor; in spring 
and summer 1834 he was returned poor; in spring 1835 he was retmmed poor; 
in summer 1835 he was returned poor ; in spring and summer 1836 he was 
rated ; and in spring 1837 he was rated. 

1610. Mr. Beamish, to Mr. Young.] You say you conceived the value of that 
man’s house to be but 5 ?. ; do not you think it was an extraordinary valuation 
for those that were appointed to put on it, if that was the outside rent that could 
be got for it ? — I heheve if Mr. Lane wiE refer to his book, he wiE find that that 
was valued in 1828, that is 10 years ago, and that house might be very weE 
worth 6?., or perhaps 7 ?• then, and not be worth more than 5 ?. now, at the end 
of 10 years. 

0.46. L 4 1611. Sir 



Mr. John Young, 
19 February 1838. 



Mr. John Young. 
20 February 1838. 
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M'c. John Young. i6ii, ^\v Robert Ferguson.~] Has there been a depreciation in the value of 

houses of that description in Cork ? — I do not mean a depreciation in the value, 

20 February 1838. j mean the wear and tear of the house for 10 years ; a house might be very well 
worth 6?. or 71 -, and in the course of 10 years not be worth more than bl. 

1612. Mr. F. French^ Was the house very badly built ? — No, it is a very poor 
man that lives in it, and he cannot afford to lay out money upon it. 

1613. Mr. Beamish!] Are there not many poor men papng very high rents ? 
— There are. 

1614. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Have you exercised your judgment as a person 
experienced in these matters upon the tenement itself ? — I have. 

1615. Did you examine it ? — I did ; I was speaking to the man a long time. 

1616. Did you go into the house? — I did. 

1617. And, with a view to put a fair value upon it, you examined it? — 
I did. 

1618. Did you judge of it from the condition it is in, and from the nature 
of the house itself, independently of any extrinsic chcumstances ? — I did ; it is 

- very narrow, in very bad repair, only a small shop, a small room behind it, and 
two rooms up-stairs. 

1619. Mr. Beamish.] It appears that in 1832 he was registered; do you 
suppose that the house in 1832 might have been of the value of 8 1 . or 9 ?. a 
year ? — I do not think it could. 

1620. Wliat value do you suppose it could have been in the year 1832 ? — 
I do not think it could ever be worth more than 6 1 . or 7 1 . o, year. 

1621. Do you mean that that is the most which a landlord could get for it ? — 
Yes, in my opinion. 

1622. Mr. Serjeant Jackson!] Suppose the tenement were yours, would you 
be satisfied with a rent of 5 ?. a year for it ? — I think it would be the full value 
of it, and I would be very glad to let it for that. 

1623. You were asked yesterday about the proportion which the valuation 
for the grand jury would bear to the valuation .which the landlord would set 
upon the premises to let them; you stated, that you had acted as a valuator 
under the Grand Jmy Act ? — I have. 

1624. Can you inform the Committee at what rate below the actual value 
you would value premises, as a valuator for the gi’and jury, for the local tax- 
ation ? — The valuation that I was on was principally to value the houses not 
valued in a fair proportion to those already valued ; but I then observed, that 
about 20 or 25 per cent, is the usual proportion under the rent that CQuld be 
obtained for it, though there may be exceptions. 

1625. According to your observation, from 20 to 25 per cent, under the 
amount that the landlord might be supposed to expect in the shape of rent for 
his premises, is the rate at which premises have been valued for the purpose of 
the taxation ? — Yes. 

1 626. Mr. Beamish.] Are you aware whether that proportion is kept up through 
all the different classes of houses ; that is to say, houses that are let for rents 
up to 100 1 . ? — I think, in general, it is the rule, but there may be exceptions ; 
for my own house, on the Grand Parade, I pay 50 guineas a year, and it is 
valued at 40 1 . ; Mr. Charles Beamish’s houses, upon the Grand Parade, he receives 
70 ? a year for them, and they are valued at 60 1 . each. - 

1627. Robert Ferguson.] Are those houses let on lease? — Ibelieve Mr. 
Beamish’s houses to be let on lease. 

1 628. Chairman.] Is your own on a lease, or a yearly holding ? — Mine is a 
lease. 

1629. Mr. Beamish.] Then your knowledge of the fact goes to say, that that 
proportion is kept up wth respect to houses of all the different degrees of 
value? — Yes, as well as 14 valuators can judge; there maybe differences of 
opinion. 

1630. Do not you know any houses in Cork bringing rents of 100/. and 
120/. a year that are not valued higher than from 60/. to 70 /. ? — I do not 
know any such house. 

1631. Mr. Serjeant Did you visit the house of Thomas Welsh, in 
Bai-rack-street, since last Christmas ?^ — I did. 

1632. Did you go into that house? — I did. 

1633. What is the utmost value you put upon that house ? — I consider the 
utmost value of the house to be 5 /. per annum. 

1634. Tliat 
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1 634. That is not the valuation that you would put upon it for the purposes 
of taxation, but what the landlord can get for it ? — No; if I was looking at it as a 
valuator, I would not value it at all ; I should not think it was of sufficient value. 

1635. (To Mr. Zmie.) Do you find that house in your valuation ?— I do not 
find any such person as Thomas Welsh. 

1636. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find Thomas Welsh upon the register?— 
Thomas Welsh, shoemaker. Barrack-street, city of Cork ; house and shop at 
Barrack-street; householder, 10 1.; registered the 12th of November 1832 
Voted 1832. 

1637. (To Mr. Young.) Did you value the house of Charles M'Carty, in York- 
street, since Christmas ? — I did. 

1 63^- What description of house is it ? — A very poor house, and in very bad 
repair. 

1639. What is the highest value you put upon that house? — I think the 
highest value of that house is 6 1 . per annum. 

1 640. Would you value it for the purpose of local taxation ?— I would hardly 
value it at aU for the grand jury ; I might value it at 6 I, but I do not think 
I would value it at all. 

1641. Did you go into the house ? — I did. 

1642. 'WTiat does it consist of ? — I have no memorandum of what it consists of. 

1643. Chairman, to Mr. Colburn 7 \ Do you find Charles M‘Carty, of York- 
street, upon the register?— I find Charles M'Carty, publican, York-street ; house 
in York-street; 101. householder; registered the 17th of September 1833 
Voted 1836, 1837. 

1644. (To Mr. Young.) Could that house have been worth 10 I, in your judg- 
ment, in 1833 ? — I do not think it could. 

1645. Was it at any time worth that ?— I cannot say that; but I do not think 
it was. 

3646. M.V. Beamish.'] Did you examine the premises thoroughly ? — did. 

1647. Did you go into his house ? — I did. 

1648. And you do not think it could be worth 10 1 . at any period ? — I do not 
think it could ; or, at least, not in 1833. 

1 649. You are not aware of the rent the man pays for it ? — No, I am not ; it 
is in very bad repair. 

1650. Mr. Serjeant Jackson, to Mr. Lane.] Do you find such a person as- 
Charles M'Carty, in York-street, in your valuation ? — I do not find that name ; 
but though I do not find him here, I see that I have marked him in my book 
here as valued between 10 Z. and 15 ?. 

1651. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ When was that valuation? — In 1828. 

1652. Will you see whether he has continued to be rated? — I cannot say the 
house ; I have only the original name entered in 1828 in this book. 

1653. Do you know whether that is the house he registered out of? — I am 
certain that I must have found him in the collector’s book as rated at that. 

1654. Have you the books here to enable you to see whether that is or is not 
valued ? — I have not. 

^655. You do not know whether he may have shifted from one house to 
another in York-street?— He must have occupied some of the houses that are- 
at present marked in some other name. 

1656. Then does not that show that it cannot be the same house that Mr. 
Young has valued ? — It was in 1828 rated in another name. 

1657. Mr. Beamishi] Is it not the case that many of the names appearing in 

the valuation of 1828, and the names appeai-ingin 1832 upon the registry, have 
changed half a dozen times since? — As an example, for instance, I find here a 
house entered to William Delaney, and at summer 1836 it was occupied br 
C. Clayton. ^ 

1658. Mr. Serjeant Did you value the shop of a person named 

Daniel Manley, of Shandon-street, since Christmas ?— I did. 

1 659. What value did you set upon that ? — £. 5 per annum ; he has no shop ;• 
it is only a gate in the street, and a coal-store, and a small room in which he 
lives, at the back of it, and it is in the worst of order. 

1660. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find Daniel Manly, of Shandon-street, upon 
the register?— I find “ Daniel Manly, shopkeeper, Shandon-street, city of Cork; 
shop at Shandon-street ; householder, 10 1 . ; registered 23d of November 1832.” 
Voted 1832, 1835, and in 1837. 

^•46. M 1661. To 
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1661. (To Mr. Young.) Could that tenement you saw have been worth 10 1 . 
in 1832 ? — It could not possibly. 

1662. Rohert Ferguson^ Do you know what tenement that man occupied 
in 1 832 ? — I do not. 

1663. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ Do you know the man at all? — I saw him in 
the house. 

1 664. When you went for the purpose of valuing ? — ^Yes. 

1665. Does he traffic in coals? — ^Yes, he sells coals; it is a coal-store ; and 
he lives in the back part of it ; and I asked him whether he had any other 
apartments, and he said he had not. 

1666. Did you know that man before that visit? — Never. 

1667. Mr. Beamish.'] You do not know what premises he registered out of? 
— I presume it was those that I saw. 

1668. But you do not know? — No. 

1669. He might have registered out of other premises held under the same 
landlord ? — Yes. 

1670. You do not know what rent he pays for those ? — No. 

1671. Mr. Serjeant to Mr. iawe.J Do you find that person valued ? — 
No ; that man is in the same situation as the last man, he is valued over 10?. 

1672. Mr. Beamish, to Mr. Young.] You said that that house never had been 
worth 10?. ? — ^This man registered only out of a shop, and the house might be 
worth a good deal more ; but I do not think that the shop, or what he holds, is 
worth more than 5 ?. — (Mr. Lane.) The house he is registered out of is valued 
at 20?. ; the dwelling-house 17?., and the store 3?. 

1673-4. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ Then you do not mean to say that the tene- 
ment which he registers out of, namely, the shop, is valued above 3 ?. ?— No. — 
(Mr. Young.) Daniel Manly really lives in Church-street ; but the register is 
very defective ; it does not properly describe the streets at all ; there is no such 
person in Shandon-street. 

1675-6. Mr. Beamish.] Then, in fact, the premises he registered out of, 
although imperfectly described, so far as you know, might have been the full 
value ? — He might have occupied a shop elsewhere. 

1677. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] You mean to say, that the premises which you 
saw in the occupation of Daniel Manly were merely the coal-store, opening into 
the street, and an apartment at the back, which he inhabited ? — ^Yes. 

1678. And you consider those not worth, at the most, more than 5?. a year t 
— Yes. 

1679. Mr. Lefrog.] Did not you state that you asked him whether he had 
any other apartments ? — I did ask him that, and he told me not. 

1680. Did you confine it to apartments, or did you ask him whether he had 
any other premises ? — I confined it to his habitation. 

1681. Then he could not have had in his possession a house over that store ? 
— No ; he told me that all he had was the store, and the room behind it. 

1682. Mr. Serjeant Jackson, to Mr. Lane^ Does not it often happen, that the 
entire of a house is valued for the purpose of local taxation, and yet that a 
portion of it may be in the possession of a single individual ? — If any parties 
occupied, it ought to be returned rateable. 

1683. Although a single portion of it, such as the shop behind, is in the 
tenancy of a single individual? — Yes. 

1684. Which individual might register out of the portion rated, if it was of 
the value of 10?.? — If he occupies any portion of the house, and no other 
person occupies the remainder, his is the occupation of the whole. 

1685. Suppose the entire house was valued at 15?., and that A. B. occupied 
the shop and one apartment, and he thought fit to register at 10?., he might 
register for that ? — He might, but he would be returned rateable for the whole 
house. 

1686. Would he for the residue of the house, when it was in the occupation 
of another person ? — I gave instances of their returning half, the other half 
being occupied by another person. 

1687. If it was a house three stories high, and the ground floor, consisting of 
a shop and back room, were occupied by one man, and the two other floors were 
occupied by another person, do you mean that that man would be selected for 
the local taxation who occupied only the ground floor ? — Either of the parties 
are subject to the city rates, whoever the collector pleases to come upon for it. 

1688. (To 
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1688. (To Mr. Young.) Did you visit the house of Michael Kenny, in Great 
Britain-street, since Christmas ? — I did. 

1689. Did you value his house? — I did. 

1690. What is the highest value you set upon it? — ^The people in the house 
informed me that they paid 6 /. a year for it ; I think it is the full value ; it is in 
very bad repair. 

1691. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find Michael Kenny registered?—! find 
“ Michael Kenny, labourer, Great Britain-street ; house and land. Great Britain- 
street; householder, 10/.; registered 24th of November 1832.” 

1 692. (To Mr. Young.) Did you find any land annexed to the house ? — I have 
no recollection of any. 

1693. Mr. Beamishi] There might be land annexed to the house in 1832 
although not at present ? — There might. 

1694. Mr. Seijeant Did you inquire whether there were any further 

premises, besides the house occupied by that party ? — I did not. 

1695. (To Mr. Lawe.) Is that person upon the valuation ? — No. 

1696. (To Mr. Young.) Did you visit the house of Denis Leary, of Boyce’s- 
street?^ — I did. 

1697. What premises did you find Denis Leary in possession of ?— There was 
only a yard attached to the house. • 

1698. Did he occupy the whole of the house? — No, he did not. 

1699. How much of the house did he occupy? — He occupied two rooms 
himself. 

1700. How were the other rooms disposed of? — There are two rooms below 
stairs, on the ground floor, let for lOd per week each, and one room above 
stairs for 10c/. a week ; and the other two were occupied by himself and family. 

1701. Did you value that house, and at how much? — I tbin k the utmost 
value is 5 /. ; it is very poor, and in very bad repair. 

1 702. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find Denis Leary, of Boyce’s-street, upon the 
register ? — “ Denis Leary, yeoman, Boyce's-street, city of Cork ; house and yard, 
Boyce’s-street; householder, 10/.; registered 21st of November 1832.” Voted 
in 1832, 1835, and 1837. 

1703- (To Mr. Young.) Could those premises have been worth 10/. a year in 
1832?— They could never have been worth it; it is in a very out-of-the-way 
part of the city, and a very poor tenement. 

1704. (To Mr. Lane.) Has that man been valued? — He was valued in the 
supplementary valuation in 1833 at 5/., and he appealed, and was struck out. 

1705- (To Mr. Young.) Did you visit the house of James Sullivan, in York- 
street ? — I did. 

1706. Did you value his premises since Christmas ? — I did. 

1707. What amount is the utmost value you put upon it ? — He told me that 
he paid five guineas a year for them ; I was up stairs in the house. 

1708. What do his premises consist of? — A house and yard; the yard usual 
to such houses. I was seldom in so bad a house, in such bad repaii*. 

1709. Was it originally a small tenement? — It was not small; but it was so 
ruinous, it was dangerous to go up the stairs ; I went up stairs to see it ; the 
partitions were all broken. 

1710. If he had not told you that he paid five guineas a year for it, should 
you have valued it at that ? — I do not think it is worth that. 

1711. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find James Sullivan upon the register? — 

I find “James Sullivan, nailer, York-sti’eet, city of Cork; house and yard in 
York-street ; householder, 10/.; registered 13th November 1832.” He voted 
in 1832, 1835 and 1837- 

1712. (To Mr. Young.) Could that tenement have been worth 10/., or any- 
thing like it, in 1832 ?-— Nothing like it. 

1713- M.V. Beamish.'] Is not it very extraordinaiy that that man, although 
in distressed circumstances, should continue to pay a rent of five guineas, and 
you say the house is not worth 5 /. ? — I cannot account for it. 

1714. Do not you think it is rather an extraordinary circumstance ? — I should 
think he could get a cheaper place ; I was seldom in a worse house ; I was 
afi*aid to go up stairs, but I was curious to see what it was up stairs. 

1715. Are the people in that class of life generally so well off that they can 
afford to pay a rent above the value ? — I cannot account for it ; I am only 
stating facts. 

0.46 . m 2 1716. Mr. 
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1716. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.'] Do you know how long he has been in the 
occupation of it? — No. 

1717. You do not know whether it may have become ruinous during his 
occupation ? — It might. 

1718. But at anytime could it have been worth 10?. ayear ? — -Not in 1832 ; 
that part of the city has very much gone down. The house is in such bad 
order, that it must have taken a great number of years to come to the bad con- 
dition it is in. 

1719. But in 1832 it could not have been worth 10?. a year ? — I do not think 
it could have been worth anything like it in 1 832. 

1720. Mr. Beamish.] You did not see the house in 1832 ? — No, I did not. 

1721. Then you cannot say that between 1832 and the time when you saw it, 
the house might not have been so deteriorated, that it might well have been 
worth 10?. in 1832? — I do not think it could; I think the state of repair it is 
now in must have been very gradually produced, and that it could not have 
been worth 10?. in 1832. 

1722. Can you undertake to say that the dilapidations did not occur between 
1832 and Christmas 1837 ? — I do not think it could have been worth 10?. in 
1832, and be now in the state of repair it is in. 

1723. Mr. Seqeant Jackso 7 i.] What was the nature of the want of repair ; how 
were the window-sashes t — I do not recollect that ; I perfectly recollect going 
up the stairs ; it was very dangerous to go up ; I was obliged to take great care 
in going up quietly. 

1724. How were the floors? — I do not recollect the floors; I know the 
partitions were all broken. 

1725. And according to your judgment of the ordinary process of wear and 
tear, it would be impossible for the house to have degenerated from a state of 
-good repair to the state in which you saw it at last Chi’istmas, since 1832 ? — 
It is impossible, in my opinion. 

1726. (To 'M.t. Lajie.) Is that person valued? — He was valued in the sup- 
plementary valuation of 1833 at 5 ?., and he appealed, and was struck out. 

17-27. (To Mr. Yoxmg.) Did you visit the house of Terence Sw'eeny, of 
Allen’s-lane, since Christmas ? — I did. 

1728. Did you value his house ? — I did. 

1729. What value do you set upon his house as the highest? — I should not 
think it was worth more than 5 1 . per annum. 

1730. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find that person upon the register? — 
“ Terence Sweeny, labourer, Allen’s-lane ; house at Allen’s-lane ; householder, 
10?. ; registered the 29th of March 1836.” He voted in 1837. 

1731. (To Mr. Young.) In 1836 it could not have been of the value of 10?., 
in your judgment ? — It could not possibly. 

1 732. Mr. Beamish.] Did you examine the premises ? — I was in them. 

1733. What did they consist of ? — I was not up stau’s ; I looked up stairs, and 
a window that came in my view had no glass in it, and it was altogether in bad 
repair. 

1734. Mr. Serjeant Was it more than two stories? — Two stories; 
the ground floor and two stories. 

1735. Mr. Beamish^ Is it not worth 5?. a year? — I think it is worth 5 ?. 
a year. 

1736. Do you know what rent the man pays for it ? —I do not. 

1737. Mr. Serjeant JcrcAwn, to Mr. Xawe.] Do you find him valued? — Ido 
not. 

1738. (To Mr. Young.) Did you visit the house of John Nagle, of Skiddy’s 
Castle-lane ? — I did. 

1739. What value do you set upon that house ? — I consider 5 ?. per annum 
the fuU value. 

1740. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find him upon the register ? — Ifind“John 
Nagle, weighmaster, Skiddy’s Castle-lane, city of Cork ; house in Skiddy’s Castle- 
Jane; householder, 10 ?. ; registered the lltli of October 1832.” Voted 1832. 

1741. (To Mr. Young.) In your judgment, could that house have been worth 
10 ?. in 1832 ? — -Nothing like it 

1742. (To Mr. Xane.) Do you find John Nagle in the valuation ? — He was 
valued in the supplementary valuation at 5 ?., and appealed, and was struck out. 

1743. To 
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*743' (To Mr. Young ^ Did you visit the house of Michael Shea, of Francis- Mr. Jo/in Young. 
street, since Christmas ? — I did. 

1 744. What was the value you set upon it ? — I think the full value is 6 /. per °° February 1838- 
annum. 

1745. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find Michael Shea upon the register? — 

I find Michael Shea, a sawyer, Francis-street ; house at Francis-street ; house- 
holder, 10 1 . ; registered 20th of June 1836.” He voted 1837. 

1 746. (To Mr. Lane.) Do you find him in the valuation ? — No. 

1747. (To Mr. Young.) Could that house have been worth 10 7, or anything 
like it, in 1836 ? — Nothing like it. 

1748. Mr. Beamish^ Did you examine those premises? — The man has left 
it ; I examined it from the outside, and looked through the windows, and went 
to the next door and saw the back of it. 

1749. Then your information of that house is completely from the outside ? 

— Yes, 

1750. May not many houses present an appearance inside far better than the 
outward appearance ? — They may ; this house is in very bad repair. 

1751. But you could form no opinion of what the inside was, more than 
your judgment, derived from the outward appearance ? — Nothing more, 

1752. Mr, Seijeant Jackson.) And from looking through the windows? — 

Yes. 

1753. Mr. Beamish.) Has it two stories or only one? — Two stories, 

1 754. Then you could not see through the windows of the upper story ? — 

No, 

^755- Mr. Serjeant Jacksoni] Supposing the upper stories to be in as good 
repair as the lower part, in your judgment, is the value you have set upon it 
the full value ? — Yes, 

1756. Mr. Beamish^ Supposing they were better ? — Ido not think it could 
be anything so much better as to induce me to think it was of more value than 
that, except I actually saw it was in a better state of repair. 

1757. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.) Had it the appearance of a deserted house 
when you saw it ? — It had ; I understood that he ran away from paying the 
rent, 

1758. Mr, Beamish^ How did you understand it ? — I heard it. 

1 759. Did you hear it from his landlord ? — No. 

1760. Then you do not know anything more than common report ? — No, 

1761. Mr. Seijeant Jackson.) Where did you hear it? — In the street. 

1762. From his neighbour ? — Yes. 

1763. Mr. Beamish^ Would Ms neighbours be inclined to tell you the truth 
about him ? — I think they would ; I believe it. 

1764. Mr, Serjeant Jackson^ Did you value the house of Michael Murphy, 
in Gill-abbey-street, since Christmas last ? — I did. 

176.5. What kind of a tenement is that ? — A very poor small tliatched cabin ; 

•it has no loft in it, no up stairs. 

1766. Had it any land annexed to it ? — There is a small piece of land, 

1 767. Is it a strip the breadth of the house ? — Yes, 

1768. What breadth may the house be ?• — ^Eighteen or 20 feet. 

1769. Is it any depth ? — Not very deep. 

1770. Valuing the house and the land at the highest rate of the value of 
such tenements in Cork, what would you consider the value of it ? — I think the 
full value of it would be 6 ?, a year. 

1771. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find that person registered? — Ifind“Michael 
Murphy, labourer, Gill-abbey, city of Cork ; house and land at Gill-abbey ; house- 
holder, 10?.; registered 19th of November 1832.” He voted 1835 and 1837. 

1772. (To Mr, Young.) Do you think that in 1832 that tenement could have 
been of the value of 10 ?., or anything lilce it ? — I do not think it could. 

1773. Mr. Beamish.) Were you in the house ? — I was. 

1774. You do not know what rent he paid? — His wife told me they paid 
51 . 10 s. 9 d. a year for it. 

1775. You do not know whether he built the house or not ; ^Yhethe.r it is 
a ground-rent or not ? — I do not. 

1776. Then he might have built the house?— I do not think he might ; for 
the rent which his wife told me is so much above the value for a building lease, 
that I do not think it is possible. 

0.46, M 3 1777. Mr- 
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Ux.John Young. 1777- Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ Do you think any man in his senses wouldgive- 
bl. 105. 9 as a ground-rent for that bit of ground ? — No, nor half the money. 

20 February 1838. 1 778. How long does the house appear to have been built ; does it appear to 

have been built within 10 years ? — No, long before 10 years. 

1779. (To Mr. Xawe.) Do you find such a person upon the valuation r — No. 

1780. (To Mr. Young.) Did you value the house of Simon Mahony, of Ever- 
gi’een, since Christmas last ? — I did. 

178]. Did you examine his tenement ? — I did ; it is a very small house, con- 
sisting of only two small rooms. 

1782. Is there anything else besides? — There is about a quarter of an acre 
of ground. 

1783. What value do you set upon the whole house? — I think the utmost 
value of the entire is 6 1 . per annum. 

1784. (To Mr. Colhirn.) Do you find such a person upon the register? — 
I find “ Simon Mahony, labourer, of Evergreen, city of Cork ; house and land 
at Evergreen; householder, 10?.; registered 13th of November 1832.” He 
voted 1832 and 1835. 

1785. (To Mr. Young.) Do you think that in the intervening time since the 
registry of 1832, the value of that house could have been depreciated from 10 ?. 
to what it is now ? — Not at all ; it was never worth 10 ?. 

1786. (To Mr. Lane.) Do you find such a person upon the valuation ? — No ; 
he may be valued, but he is in the liberties. 

1787. (To Mr. Young.) Did you examine and value the house of Redmond 
Mahony, of Long’s-lane ? — I did. 

1788. What is the highest value you put upon that ? — £. 6 per annum. 

1789. Mx. Beamish^ What do the premises consist of? — I do not know; 

I took no memorandum what they consisted of ; I suppose about four rooms. 

1790. Did you inspect them ? — I did. 

1791. Were you in them?^I was. 

1792. Were you in the second floor? — I was not up stairs. 

1793. Then it was not a very general inspection; you merely walked in and 
out again ? — I walked in, and looked up stairs. 

1 794. Do. you conceive that a good way of satisfying yourself of the value ? — 

I thought it was ; I could not presume to go up stairs into every house. 

1795. Mr. Seijeant Jackson^ Did you see the whole exterior of it ? — ^Yes ; 
it is in Long’s-lane ; it is a very back situation. 

1796. Did you see the rear of it? — No, I did not go through it to see the 
rear ; I was in the lower part of it ; I was in the part he occupies ; he only 
occupies one room of it. 

1797. Does he let out the rest of the house ?^ — Yes. 

1798. Mr. Beamish.] Did you ascertain that fi'om the man ? — Yes. 

1799. Mr. Seijeant Is Long’s-lane a very respectable and rising 

part of the town ? — It is a very back situation. 

1 800. (To Mr. Colbiim.) Do you find Redmond Mahony upon the register ? — I 
find “ Redmond Mahony, mason, Long’s-lane, city of Cork ; house at Long’s-lane; 
householder, 10?.; registered 24th November 1832.” Hevotedin 1832 and 1835. 

1801. (To Mr. Young.) Do you think that in 1832 that house could have been 
worth 10 ?., or anything like it? — Nothing like it. 

1802. (To Mr. Lane.) Is that person rated?' — No. 

1803. Did you examine the premises of Patrick Duggan, Old Market-place? 
— I did. 

1804. What is the highest value you set upon them? — I think the utmost 
value is 6 ?. a year. 

1 805. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find such a person upon the register ? — 

I find “ Patrick Duggan, shopkeeper, Old Market-place, city of Cork ; house at 
Old Market-place ; householder, 10 ?. ; registered 28th of November 1832. He 
voted in 1832, 1835, and 1837. 

1806. (To Mr. Young.) Do you think his tenement could be worth 10?. a year, 
or anything like that, in 1832 ? — Nothing like it. 

1807. Mx. Beamish.] Did you examine those premises ? — I did. 

1 808. Were you up stairs ? — No ; he has a shop and a small room behind it. 

i8og. Do you know what rent he paid? — I was there since Christmas and 

before it ; when I saw it before Christmas, he told me that he paid five guineas 
a year ; I visited it since Christmas, and it was occupied by another person. 

1810. You 
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1810. You do not know whether he held it on lease? — I do not. 

1811. Mr. Serjeant Jackson, to Mr. Lanei] Was that person ever valued for 
the purpose of taxation ? — No. 

1812. (To Mr. Young.) Did you examine the house of Cornelius Dennehy, of 
Bishop-street, since Christmas ? — I did. 

1813. What is the highest value of that house ?— Six pounds per annum. 

1814. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find Cornelius Deimehy upon the register ? 
— I find Cornelius Dennehy, paiater, Bishop-street, city of Cork ; house at 
Bishop-street; householder, 10 1 . ; registered 10th November 1832 .” Voted 1832 . 

1815. (To Mr. Young.) Do you think that house could have been, in 1832 , 
worth 10 1., or anything like it ? — I do not think it could. 

1816. (To Mr. Xa?ie.) Is that person upon the valuation ? — No. 

1817. Mr. Beamish, to Mr. Young^ Did you examine those premises ? — I did. 

1818. Were you in them ? — I was. 

1819. Is there any second floor? — There is. 

1820. Did you examine that? — I did not go up stairs. 

1821. Did you go to the back part of the premises? — No ; I went into the 
house, and examined the lower part of it, and the rooms below stairs were in 
very bad repair. 

1822. Then you know nothing about the upper part of it, nor about the back 
premises ? — No. 

1823. So that he might have had premises there worth 10 ?. for anything 
you know ? — He might ; I did not go behind. 

1824. Mr. Seijeant Jacksoni] What kind of house is it? — It is a slated 
house, in very bad order. 

1825. AVhat number of stories? — I think there are two stories above the 
ground floor. 

1826. (To Mr. Colburn.) You find that he is registered out of a house, and 
nothing else ? — Yes. 

1827. (To Mr. Young.) Did you visit the concerns of Patrick Dinneen, of 
Barrack-street? — I did. 

1828. Did you value them ? — I did. 

1829. What is the highest value of those ? — Six pounds per annum. 

1830. (To Mr. Colbuim.) Do you find that person upon the register ? — I find 
“ Patrick Dinneen, tanner, Barrack-street, city of Cork ; house and concerns at 
Barrack-street ; householder, 10 ?.; registered 1 9 th November 1832 .” He voted 
1832 , 1835 , and 1837 . 

1831. (To Mr. Young.) Could those premises have been worth anything Mke 
that sum in 1832 ? — Nothing like it ; the upper part is so out of order as to be 
uninhabitable ; I was up stairs there. 

1832. Mr. Beamishl\ Are there any back concerns there ? — There is a small 
back house. 

1 833. Did you examine it ? — I did. 

1834. You examined the entire of the premises ? — I did. 

1835. And they could not have been worth 10 1. in 1832 ? — I do not think 
they could. 

1836. Mr. Sejjeant Jackson, to Mr. Lane.'] Is he in the valuation ? — No. 

1837- (To Mr. Young.) Did you visit the house of John Donoghue, of Bar- 
rack-street, since Christmas ? — I did. 

1838. What is the highest value you set upon it ? — £. 5 . per annum. 

1839. What does it consist of? — One apartment below stairs, two above. 

1840. (To Mr. Colbtirn.) Do you find him upon the register? — I find “John 
Donoghue, shopkeeper. Barrack-street, city of Cork ; house and concerns at 
Barrack-street ; householder, 10 1 . ; registered 19 th November 1832 .” He voted 
1832 and 1835 . 

1841. (To Mr. Lane.) Is that person valued for the purpose of the local tax- 
ation ? — He was valued in the supplementary valuation at 8 1. 

1842. Mr. Beamish.] Was he struck off or altered in any -v^y ? — ^No. 

1843. Mr. Seijeant Jackson.] Has he continued to pay rates ? — In summer 
1836 he was returned “ poor lodgers in spring 1836 he was returned “rate- 
able ;” in summer 1835 he was returned “poor lodgers ;” in summer 1833 he 
was returned “ rateable ;” in spring 1834 “ poor ;” in summer 1834 “ poor;” 
in spring 1835 “poor.” 

1844. To Mr. Young.] Could that house have been worth 10 1., or anything 

M 4 near 
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near it, in 1832 ? — I do not think it could: I do not think the house is in the 
valuation at all. 

1845. Mr* Beamish.l What reason have you to think so ? — IVom the memo- 
randum I took of it upon the spot. 

1846. At what period? — Since Christmas. 

1847. Did you know anything of the house in 1832 ? — Nothing. 

1848. Then how do you know that it is not the house occupied by John 
Donoghue, and for which he was valued 8 1 . in the valuation ? — h^’om hearing 
that it was valued in 1832 at 8 ; I think it cannot he the same house, from 
the memorandum I took upon the spot, of that house. 

1849. Then it appears you have no other ground to go upon than the cir- 
cumstance of Mr. Lane now reading from the valuation book that it appeared 
in the valuation book at 8 ?. ? — I think it must be a mistake. 

1850. Do you conceive that that is a sufficient and conclusive ground for 
inferring that it is not the same house, because you hear from another document 
that that house is valued at 8 1 . ? — Prom the memorandum that I took of John 
Donoghue’s house at the time I valued it, I think it cannot be the same house. 

1851. You do not think that you, who went round as one of the valuators in 
1833, could have valued his house at 8 1 . ? — Certainly not ; from the memoran- 
dum that I took upon the spot, which I have here, for it is hardly habitable, 
only one apartment below and two above. 

1852. Mr. Serjeant JacArw/i.] You do not think that a tenement that pre- 
sented to you such an appearance last Christmas, could have been of such a 
value in 1832 as to warrant the valuators to value it at 8 1 . ? — It could not. 

1853. Do you think they would have been warranted in valuing it at 6 1 . for 
the purpose of taxation ? — I think hardly. 

1 8 54. Mr. Beamish.'] Did you notice whether there was a shop in this house ? 
— I have no memorandum of it. 

1 855. Do not the houses in Barrack-street vary very much in value ? — Yes. 

1856. You say that tlie house of John Donoghue was valued at 8 1 . ? — ^Yes. 

1857. (To Mr. Colburn.) And the same name appears upon the register of 
November 1832 ? — It does. 

1858. (To Mr. Lane.) The valuation you speak to took place in the spring 
following the registry of 1 832 ? — Yes. 

1 859. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ Are not the houses in Barrack-street nearer to 
the bridge, of a better description than those further on ? — There are some very 
good houses further on, and some very bad ones near the bridge. 

1 860. Whereabouts is this house ? — It is after you pass the old barracks. 

1861. Are the houses in that part of the street where that house stands, in- 
general substantial houses? — I cannot say. 

1 862. Mr. Beamish^ Are not there houses immediately above that letting for 
10 ?. a year? — The good and bad houses in that street are mixed. 

1 863. Are there not houses above and below that house, on the opposite side, 
that let at 10?. a year? — Yes. 

1 864. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Do you think this house ever could have fetched 
a rent of 8 /. a year ? — I do not think it ever could ; but, at any rate, not for a 
number of years back. 

18^5, Mr. Beamish^ You are not satisfied -in your mind that the valuation 
given by Mr. Lane is the valuation of the same house that you have now 
spoken of? — No. 

1 866. But it is the same that is registered ? — I believe that it is. 

1 867. Then how can you trace to the registry of the house, and yet not trace 
to the valuation ; how do you know that it is the same house out of which the 
man registered, and yet not know that it is the same house that is in the 
valuation? — I do not know whether it is the same house out of which he 
registered. 

1 868. Then you do not know whether it is the same house out of which he 
registered ? — I do not know ; it might not be. 

1869. Then, in fact, the house you are giving evidence of now, might not be 
the house out of which he registered ? — It might not. 

1 870. Mr. Serjeant Jackson, to Mr. Young ^ Did you visit the house of Francis 
Curtin, of Wisdom’ s-lane, since Christmas last ? — I did. 

1871. Did you value it ? — I did. 

1872. What is the value of it? — Its present value is not more than 4?. or bl. 

a yearj 
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a year ; it is greatly out of repair ; there is hardly a whole window in it, and the 
partitions are all broken. 

1 873. Is it a large house ? — No, it is not. 

1874. Beamish^ Has it a second story ? — It has. 

1875. Were you up stairs? — No. 

1876. Were you in the back part of it? — I went to tlie back part ; I did not 
go behind it. 

1 877. You do not know what the back premises consist of? — No. 

1 878. Nor what the upper part is ?— Only from what I could see in the street ; 
there is hardly a whole pane of glass in it. 

1879. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find that person upon the register? — 
Francis Curtin, carpenter, Wisdom’s-lane, city of Cork ; house in Wisdom’s- 

lane; householder, 10^.; registered28thNovemberl832.” Hevotedl835 andl836. 

1 880. (To Mr. Young.) Could this house, in your judgment, have been worth 
10/., or anything approximating to it, in 1832 ? — It could not have been worth 
10/. in 1832. 

1881. (To Mr. Lane.) Do you find that person in the valuation? — He was in 
the supplementary valuation at 5 /., and he appealed, and was struck out. 

1882. (To Mr. Young.) Did you visit the house of David Cahill, in Rawbuck’s- 
lane, since Christmas ? — I did ; I was not in it. 

1 883. Did you see the exterior of it ? — I did, the back, and front, and side ; 
it is a corner house. 

1884. What value do you set on that house? — £.6. per annum. 

188,5. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find that person’s name on the register ? — 
I find “ David Cahill, labourer, Rawbuck’s-lane, city of Cork ; house in Raw- 
buck’s-lane; householder, 10/.; registered 6th of November 1832.” Voted 1832. 

1886. (To Mr. Young.) Was that house, in your judgment, worth 10/. in 1832 ? 
' — I do not think it could have been. 

1887. (To Mr. Lane.) Do you find that that person was valued for the purpose 
of taxation? — Yes; the house he lived in was valued at 6/. in 1828, and it 
changed tenants at different times. 

1888. Does he continue to be rated? — The house continues to be rated. 

1889. Mr. Beamish, to Mr. Yo^mgl] You said you had not been inside the 
house ? — No. 

1890. You formed your opinion solely from the exterior appearance ? — From 
the exterior appearance. 

1 891 . Mr. Serjeant Jackson, to Mr. Youngl] Did you visit the house of Peter 
Canning, of Henry-street, since Christmas ? — I was in it since Christmas. 

1892. What value do you set upon that house ? — £.6. per annum. 

1 893. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find that person upon the register ? — I find 
“ Peter Canning, wire-worker. Henry-street, city of Cork ; house in Henry-street ; 
householder, 10/.; registered 21st of November 1832.” 

1894. At what elections did he vote? — ^At 1832, 1835 and 1837- 

1 895. (To Mr. Young.) Do you consider that his house could have been worth 
that in 1832? — No, there are only two rooms in the house ; one room below, 
which he used as a workshop, and one up stairs, in which they reside. 

1 896. (To Mr. Lane.) Was that person valued for the local taxation ? — No. 

1897. Mr. Beamish, to Mr. Young 1 ] You do not know what rent the man 
pays ? — No. 

1898. You were in the house ? — I was. 

1899. Has he any back premises ? — I know that he has not. 

1900. You know that the house you were in is the one out of which he was 
registered ? — I have no knowledge of that ; I know that Peter Canning was regis- 
tered, and that this is his house ; I know the house very well; it is close to some 
houses of mine. 

1901. Mr. Seijeant Did you "vdsit the house of James Ellard, of 

Quaker-road, since Christmas ?--I did. 

1902. What value do you set upon his tenement ? — £,. 6. per annum. 

1903. (To yLx.Colhirn.) Do you find such a person upon the register ? — I find 
“ James Ellard, gardener, Quaker-road, city of Cork ; house and land at Quaker- 
road; householder, 10/.; registered 21st of November 1832.” Hevotedin 1832 
and 1835. 

1 904. (To Mr. Yoimg.) Did you find any land annexed to that house ? — 
A small piece of gi'ound at the back. 

0.46. N 1905. Was 
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1905. Was that a strip of the breadth of the house ? — ^Yes. 

1906. What breadth do you suppose the house might be? — About 20 feet. 

1907. What depth was the strip ?— I cannot charge my memory with that. 

1908. Do you, in valuing it, include the land? — I do; it is a very poor 
thatched cabin. 

1909. Mr. Beamish^ You do not know what rent he pays for it? — No. 

1910. Is it cultivated as a garden ? — Cultivated as a vegetable garden ; he cul- 
tivates vegetables for sale. 

1911. Are you aware that those garden-lands are of considerable more value 
than land cultivated any other way ? — ^Yes ; and that they are of more value on 
that side of the town. 

1912. And that the rents are very high there ? — They are. 

1913. So that this man might be under very heavy rent? — I am not aware 
what rent he might have been under. 

1914. Are you aware that houses with small gardens in that part pay a very 
high rent ? — I am. 

1915. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.'] Did you take the situation and the nature of 
the ground into your consideration when you estimated the value ? — I did all 
thereabouts ; the ground carries a great value ; I took that into consideration. 

1916. Do you think that at the time of the registry in 1832, it could have 
been of the value of 10?. ? — I do not think it could. 

1917. (To Mr. Do you find such a person upon the valuation? — 

I do not. 

1918. Did you visit the house of John Foley, of North Francis-street ? — I did. 

1919. At what amount do you value that? — £. 6 . per annum. 

1920. What is his tenement ? — The house is very small, in very bad repair ; 
there is a small yard and a back house. 

1921. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find John Foley upon the register? — I find 

John Foley, labourer. North Francis-street, city of Cork ; house at North 

Francis-street; householder, 10?.; registered 26th November 1832.” He voted 
in 1832, 1835, and 1837. 

1922. (To Mr. Young.) Do you think that in 1832 it was worth 10?. per 
annum ? — It xvas never worth it. 

1 923. Or anything like it ? — Nothing like it. 

1 924. Mr. Beamish^ Were you in all parts of the house ? — I seldom went up 
stairs in any of them. I looked up stairs, and sometimes went up one flight. 

1925. But you generally drew your conclusions from what you saw below? 
— Yes ; I went through this house. 

1926. But not the upper part ? — No; I went to the back. 

3 927. You do not know the rent the party pays ? — No. 

1928. Mr. Serjeant to Mr. Lane.] Was that person valued? — He 

was valued at 5 ?. in the supplementary valuation, and, upon appeal, struck 
out. 

1929. (To Mr. Young.) Did you visit and value the premises of Bartholomew 
Dennahy, of Curry’s-rock ? — I did. 

1930. At what rate do you value them ? — Five pounds per annum. 

1931. Mr. Beamish.] What is the nature of his premises ? — It is a small 
slated house, in good repair ; the lower part is divided ; one-half occupied by 
the man himself, the other half, with a loft running over the two, is let to ano- 
ther tenant for \s. 4 J <?. a week. There is a separate entrance to each from 
the street. 

1932. Are there any back premises ? — I cannot positively say there are not. 

I remember the house perfectly well ; I do not remember seeing any door or 
passage backward. 

^933' But you do not know whether there was or not, inasmuch as you made 
no inquiry to ascertain ? — There might be, but they cannot be very extensive 
if there is any, for I know there are houses not far from the back of it. 

1934. Mr. Serjeant Jackson to Mr. Colburn^ Do you find that person upon 
the register ? — I find “ Bartholomew Dennahy, slater and plasterer, Curry’s- 
rock ; house andland at Curry’s-rock ; householder, 10 ?. ; registered 21st Sep- 
tember 1837.” 

’935- (To Mr. Lane.) Is that person in the valuation ?— He is not upon the 
valuation after 1833. 

193C. Mr. Beamish, to Mr. Young ^ You said that you did not see anything 

but 
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but the house ; you do not know what other premises the man might have had ? 
— It is my opinion, from the situation of the house, that he can have nothing ; 
but if he has a yard it cannot be very much. 

1937. Might he not have had land, held under the same landlord, out of 
which he might have registered ? — He might. 

1938. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.^ Did you visit the house of James Mahony, of 
Hillgrove-lane, since Christmas ? — I did. 

1939. At what rate do you value that ? — At 6 1 . per annum, 

1 940. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find that person registered?' — I find “ James 
Mahony, cooper, Hillgrove-lane, city of Cork; house and premises at Hillgrove- 
lane ; householder, 10 1 . ; registered 5th of November, 1832.” Voted in 1832, 
1835. 

1941. (To Mr. Young^ Do you think it couldhave been worth lOZ. in 1832 ? 
— I do not think it could. 

1942. (To Mv. Lane.) Is that person valued?— He is. 

1 943 . In what valuation ? — “ James Mahony, dwelling-house 5 1 . and cooper- 
age 3 Z., valued 8 Z. in 1828.” 

1944. Has he been rated since for that? — ^Yes. 

1945. "Mx. Beamish, to Mv. Young ^ According to your mode of calculating 
the valuation, when he is put down for the grand jury at 8 Z. that would make 
him 10 Z. ? — I have no memorandum of having looked into any back premises ; 
I was not at the back of the house. 

1946. Then this man, like many others, may have had back premises which 
may have brought up the valuation to 10 Z. ? — He may have had. 

1947. Mr. Seijeant Jackson^ Did you visit the house of Maurice Scanlan, 
Long’s-lane, since Christmas ? — I did. 

1948. At what amount do you value him ? — £ 6. per annum. 

1948. * (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find him upon the register? — I find 
‘^Maurice Scanlan, butter buyer, Long’s-lane, city of Cork; house at Long’s- 
lane; householder, 10 Z.; registered 6th November 1832.” He voted in 1832, 
1835, 1837- 

1949. (To Mr. Lane.) Do you find him upon the valuation? — I find him 
valued, in 1828, a yard and stable, 4 Z. 

1950-1. Did he appeal from that ? — No. — (Mr. Young.) That yard and stable 
is cut off in the New-street ? — It is the dwelling-house that I allude to, and 
the dwelling-house is not valued at all. 

1952. Mr. Beamish, to Mr. Lane.'] In your valuation it appears to be a stable, 
and no mention is made of a house ? — No. 

1953. Mr. Seijeant Jackson, to Mr. Yonng^ You say that the yard and stable 
are cut off ? — His wife told me that the Wide-street Commissioners had taken 
the yard away from him, and the jury compensated them for it. 

1954. Mr. Beamish.] Did you see the premises ? — I did. 

1955. Is there any upper story? — Two rooms up stairs; I was not up them; 
it is in bad repair ; it consists of one room below, used as a cooperage, and 
a small room behind it, and two rooms up stairs. 

1956. Did you look at the pait which is there, in the valuation, as a yard and 
stable ? — Part of the yard is actually now in the road, and the other part is 
by it. 

1957. Are they making use of it? — No, it is quite open. 

1958. They have no right or title to it? — No ; she told me that the Wide- 
street Commissioners gave them 5 Z. for the yard. 

1959. Did you see the stable? — ^The stable was not there at ail, as I recol- 
lect. 

1960. Did you inquire about it ? — No, I did not. 

1961. Then you do not know what other premises there were connected with 
the house out of which this man might have registered ? — No, I do not. 

1962. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] But you saw tlie valuation, and that there had 
been a yard which they told you had been purchased by the Wide-street Com- 
missioners, and actually devoted to the public by the Wide-street Commissioners, 
constituting part of the land ? — Yes ; and seeing him registered only as a house, 
I did not look after any other premises. 

1963. Did you visit the house of Joseph Turnbull, in Cat-lane, since Christ- 
mas ? — I did. 

1 964. At what rate did you value him ? — ^At 6 Z. per annum. 

N 2 ^965. Wlial; 
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Mr. John Young. What do his premises consist of? — A house and a back house, all irt 

bad repair. 

520 February 1838. 1966. (ToMr. Do you find him upon the register ? — I find "Joseph. 

Turnbull, cooper, Cat-lane ; house and premises at Cat-lane ; householder, 10 1 . ; 
registered 22d December 1836.” He voted 1837. 

1967. (To Mr. You7iff.) Do you think it could have been of the value of 10 
in 1836?— No. 

1968. Mr. Beamish.^ Were you in the premises? — ■! was. 

1969. Were you up stairs? — No. 

1970. Did you see the back premises ? — I was in the back premises. 

197^- You do not know what rent the man pays ? — No. 

1972. You formed your calculation by just running through the house? — 
I took time to consider the value. 

1973. You had no one to consult with? — No. 

1974. Mr. Seijeant Jackson.^ You do not mean to say that you ran through 
it? — No. 

] 97,5. Did you remain sufficiently long to form your judgment ? — I did. 

1976. Did you make it a point so to consider the value of each of the houses 
as to enable you consistently to give evidence upon it ? — I did. 

1977. You knew when you went there that you were to be examined? — 
I did. 

1978. Mr. Beamish.^ You had no political motive in looking at the pre- 
mises ? — Not at all. 

1979. Mr. Serjeant JflcA'5on.] Had you any other motive than to come here 
and give evidence befoi*e this Committee, according to the best of your judg- 
ment, on the subject-matter ? — No other motive whatever. 

19S0. When you received your summons to come here, you thought it your 
duty, knowing you were to be examined about those premises, to go and 
inspect them ? — I did. 

1981. And you passed so much time in inspecting each of them as you 
thought necessary to enable you to depose with truth?— Yes. 

1982. Mr. Beamish.'] And your inspection was a general one, without refer- 
ence to whom the parties voted for ? — It was without the least reference to 
that, for I do not know how they voted. 

1983. Mr. Serjeant Jrtcfoow.] Taking, for example, the first case you were 
examined about to-day, have you not reason to Imow that that person voted 
for the Conservative candidates ? — I heard since I came to London that he did. 

1984. Did you visit and value the house of James Brown, Great Britain- 
-street, since Christmas ? — I did. 

1985. AVhat description of house has he?— It is a very small thatched 
house. 

1986. What is the extreme value of it? — I think the extreme value of it is 
5 1. per annum. 

19^7- (ioMr. Colburn.) Do you find James Brown, of Great Britain-street, 
upon the register? — "James Brown, shoemaker, Great Britain-street, city of 
Cork; house in Great Britain-street; householder, 10?.; registered 16th of 
October 1832.” He voted 1832, 1835, and 1837. 

1988. Ckairmcm.] Did he vote in 1832, 1835, and 1837 ?— He did. 

1989. Mr. Serjeant ThcA-son, to Mr.Yowigi] Could his tenement have been 
worth 10 1. a year in 1832 ? — Never. 

^ 990- (Yo Mr. Lane.) Do you find him rated ? — He was rated in the supple- 
mentary valuation at 5 ?., and struck out. 

1991. (To Mr. Young.) Did you value the house of John Burke, of Cop- 
pinger’s-lane, since Christmas ? — I did. 

1992. What value did you set upon his house ? — £. 5. per annum. 

1993. What description of house is it? — It is in very bad repair; there is 
hardly a whole pane of glass in the entire house. 

?994- (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find' him registered? — " John Burke, cord- 
wainer, Coppinger s-lane, city of Cork ; house in Coppinger’s-lane ; householder, 
10 1 . ; registered 16th of November 1832.” He voted 1832 and 1837. 

^995- (Yo Mr. Young.) Couldit have been worth 10?., or anythina; approach- 
ing to it, in 1832 ?— No, it could not. 

1996. Mr. Beamish.] Is there any upper story?— I know there is one, I be- 
lieve two. 

1997. You 
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1997- You did not inspect the upper part ?~From the outside I could see 
the rooms inside, for the windows were all broken. 

1998. You could not on the floor above r— No. 

1999. Were there any back premises there?— I did not try. 

2000. You do not know what premises the man might have in addition to 
what you saw ?— No ; from the situation of it, I do not think he had any back 
premises. 

2001. Mr. Serjeant Jackson, to Mr. ia«e.] Do you find him in the supple- 

mentary valuation of 1833?— John Burke was valued at 6 1 ., and appealed and 
■was struck out. ^ ^ ’ 

2002. (To Mr. Colburn.) Did he vote at any elections, and which ?— He voted 
in the elections of 1832 and 1835. 

2003. (To Mr. Tmmr/.) Did you value the house of John Sheehan, of FarrelTs- 
square, since Christmas ? — I did. 

2004. What do his premises consist of ?— They consist of a good thatched 
cahin, containing two rooms, no loft in it; behind is a good yard and a slated 
linny in it ; and I think its full value is 6 1 . per annum. 

2005. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find him on the register? — I find “John 
Sheehan, victuaRer, Fan-ell’s-square, city of Cork ; house and concerns at Far- 
rell s-square ; householder, 101.; registered 29th of November 1832.” 

2006. Mr. Beamish, to Mr. Yoioiy.] Did you examine his premises ?— The 
house was shut up ; I was enabled to look in through the windows, so as to be 
able to describe the house ; I looked into the yard, and I had a very good view 
of it ; it is a very good yard, and a good slated linny in it. 

2007. Is it a good-sized yard ? — Yes. 

2008. And a good-sized house ? — Yes. 

2009. (To Mr. Lane.) Was that person valued ?— He was ; John Sheehan 
Farrell s-square, a slaughterhouse, 5 L" 

2010. (To Mr. Colburn.) Does he appear to have voted at any election He 
appears not to have voted. 

2011. (To Mr. Young.) Did you visit and value the house of James Toomv 
of Cove-street, since Christmas last ? — I did. 

2012. What value do you set upon his house ?— Six pounds per annum. 

2013. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find him upon the register ?— I find “ James 
Toomy, blacksmith. Cove-street, city of Cork; house at Cove-street- house- 
holder, 10;. ; registered 14th of November 1832.” He voted 1835 and 183/. 

2014. (To Mr. Young) Was the person you visited a blacksmith ? — He was' • 

I saw the man myself. ’ 

2015. Could his premises have been worth 10 L a year, in your iud"-ment in 

1 832 ?■ — I do not think they could. ° ’ 

2016. Did he occupy the whole of that house?— The entire lower part of it 
is used as a smith’s forge ; the upper part consists of two rooms, let at 10 
per week each, and the other two occupied by the man himself. 

2017. Mr. Beamish:] Were you up stairs in the house ?— No, I was not. 

2018. You ascertained from the man himself.that there were four rooms r— 
Yes, and how they were let. 

2019. Mr. Seijeant Jackso 7 i.] Do you find him in the valuation ? — No. 

2020. (To Mr. Colburn-.) Did he vote at any of the elections ?— He voted in 
1835 only. 

2021. (To Mr. Young.) Did you visit and value the house of Thomas Rearan 

of Hughes’s-lane ? — I did. ® 

2022. What value do you set upon his premises ?— Six pounds per annum. 

2023. Does he occupy the whole of the premises himself ?— No, he does not. 

2024. What description of house is it ?— A very poor one, in very bad 
repair. 

2025. What portion of the house does he occupy ?— There are two rooms 
above let, one at 10<f. and the other at 1 5. a week, and one so much out of 
repair as to be untenantable ; the lower part is occupied by the man himself. 

2020. What does the lower part consist of? — Two rooms. 

2027. Mr. Beamish.] Did you examine any part of the house more than the 
lower part I was through the lower part of it ; I was not up stairs. 

2028. Ihen how do you know that there was one room up stairs so bad as to 
be untenantable:' — His wife told me so, and the rent of the rooms. 

N 3 2029. Was 
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2029. Was she aware of your object in coming there ? — I do not think she 

^^030. Do you think if she had been, she would have been inclined to give 
you satisfactory information ? — She was a poor ignorant woman. 

2031. Mr. Serjeant Jackson, to Mr. Colburn.^ Do you find that person upon 
the register ? —I find “ Thomas Regan, labom-er, Hughes’s-lane, city of Cork ; 
house in Hughes’s-lane ; householder, 10 1 . ; registered 5th of November 1832.” 

2032. To Mr. Yomiff.] Could his premises have been worth 10 1 . in 1832 ? — 
I do not think they could. 

2033. To Mr. Lane.'] Do you find him on the valuation? — He was valued in 

the supplementary valuation at 6 . 

2034. Mr. Beamish, to Mr. Young^ According to the proportion at which 
those valuations are struck, ought not that man’s house to be worth more than 
6 1 . ?— The only way I can account for it is, that it is five years since he was 
valued, and his house might be in better repair then, and no doubt was, than it 
is now. 

2035. You were concerned in the supplementary valuation i—L was. 

2036. Do you remember seeing that man’s house?— I do not remember seeing 

that particular house. . . 

2037. Mr. Serjeant JrtcAww.] Supposing that was a fair valuation when it 
was made, the most it would come to, adding 25 , per cent., would be 8 /. ? 
“—Yes. 

2038. Mr. Beamish.] Are there not many houses in Cork, where there is a 
considerably gi*eater difference than that between the rent obtained and the 
value set down in the valuator's books ; are there not many houses set down at 
6 1 that are bringing nearer 10 I rent ?--I do not know that there are any ; if 
there are any, it must be very few. 

2039. But you do not know to the contrary ? — Nor to the contrary. 

2040. So that there may be houses valued in the grand jury books at 6 I, 
and yet bringing a rent of 10 1 . ? — Yes. 

2041. Chairman.] Do you believe that unless the houses hai'e been improved 
by some circumstance or other since the valuation, houses valued in 1828 or in 
1833 at 6?., do in any case bring 10/. rent? — I do not think they do, unless 
they have been improved. 

2042. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Supposing a house to be valued, either in 1828 
or 1833, at 6 /., and to remain in statu quo, or to go on suffering deterioration 
by wear and tear, do you think it is at all probable that it would afterwards 
bi-ing a rent of 10 /. ?— Not at all probable. 

2043. Mr. Beamish.] May there not be houses in the valuation of 1828, or 
in the supplementary valuation, at 6/., that are actually paying a rent of 9/. or 
10 1 . a year ?— There might. 

2044. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] That is a possible case, but not a probable 
case ? — I do not know such a case. 

2045. In your judgment, it is an improbable case to occur? — I think it is 
improbable. 

2046. Did you visit and value the premises of Edmond Riordan, in Bandon- 
road, since Christmas last ? — I did. 

2047. What do they consist of? — It is a house consisting of four rooms ; it is 
a very poor house, in very bad repair ; two of the rooms are let at 1 per week 
each ; the other two, and the lower part, are occupied by the elector himself. 

2048. Did you observe whether there was a shop?— No; he had a good 
many men, shoemakers, at work, and it was all devoted to that purpose. 

2049. Then it might be considered a shoemaker’s workshop? — A workshop, 
there is no counter or shelves in it. 

2050. To Mr. Colbitrn.] Do you find Edmond Riordan upon the register ? — 

I find Edmond Riordan, broguemaker, Bandon-road, city of Cork ; house and 
shop, Bandon-road ; householder, 10 1 . ; registered 24th of November 1832. He 
voted 1832, 1835, and 1837- , 

20^1. At what elections did he vote? — ^At the elections of 1832, 1835, and 
1837. 

2052. To Mr. YoungT] What value do you set upon that house ?— Six pounds. 

2053. Do you t b i y^k it could have been worth 10/. in 1832 ? — I do not think 
it could. 

20^4. To Mr. Zflwc.l Is he upon the valuation ? — No. 

2055 - 
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2055. Did you visit and value the house of John Ouinnel, of Morley’s-Iane, Mr. John Young. 

since Christmas last? — I did. 

2056. What value do you set upon that?— I think 5 ^. is the utmost value 20 February 1838. 
of it. 

2057. What state is it in ? — In very bad repair, and down a filthy lane. 

2058. (To Mr. Lane) Do you find that that person is rated ?— He was valued 
in 1833 ; he had two houses, valued 5 ?. each, and he appealed, and was struck 
out. 

2059. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find him upon the register ? — “ John Ouinnel, 
nailer, Morley’s-lane, city of Cork ; house at Morley’s-lane ; householder, 10?. ; 
registered 14 th of November 1832 .” 

2060. Did he vote at any elections ? — No. 

2061. Mr. Beamish.'] Were you in the premises ? — I was not inside. 

2062. How did you value them ? — Fi’om the outside. 

2063. If you were going round the city of Cork to value, should you consider 
it a- correct way of ascertaining the value, to view merely the outside ? — When 
I was there the house was shut up. 

2064. If you were valuing for the gi’and jury, should you consider you were 
doing your duty as a valuator to return the value of houses of which you saw 
nothing but the outside ? — No. 

2065. Then your going round and seeing merely the outside, you do not con- 
sider that that can be a correct and true way of testing the value ? — I should be 
a better judge if I went inside. 

2066. Then, inasmuch as in valuing under the grand jxuy, you would not 
have considered that you were doing your duty to judge of the value only by 
the outward appearance, do you think you can give a correct valuation of a 
house merely by inspecting the outside ? — I think I estimated the value as 
correctly as I could ; it would be more correct if I went inside. As a valuator 
I should not be doing my duty if I did not go inside, but now I do not value it 
as a valuator. 

2067. Then of what use can your valuation be, if it is not made upon the 
same principle as a valuator would adopt ? — ^The valuation that I am giving the 
Committee now is the value that I think the premises are worth. 

2068. How could you ascertain what the premises were worth unless you 
inspected those premises ? — I could not ascertain so correct a value as if I was 
in the premises, and therefore I took this house as well as I could by viewing 
the outside, as I could not get inside it. 

2069. Do you conceive that to be a way of coming to the value upon which 
you can give this Committee a statement of the bond fide value ? — I think I can 
from the appearance of the house. 

2070. Chairman.] By Act of Parliament the valuators have the power of 
entering into the house ? — ^They have. 

2071. You had not the power of entering the house, as you only went as a 
private individual ? — No, I had not. 

2072. But you formed your judgment upon the exterior appearance of the 
house ? — ^Yes ; I lived at the end of that lane for 20 years of my life, and I have 
known the house all my life ; and I need not have gone to it to ascertain the 
value of it at all. 

2073. Serjeant Jachson) "Would you have gone into it if it had not been 
deserted at the time ? — I would. 

2074. Did it present to you the appearance of a deserted house ? — It was very 
much out of repair, a wretched place. 

2075. Did you try to get into it? — No ; it was so evidently uninhabited that 
I did not try. 

2076. Was the door shut? — It was. 

2077. Were the windows broken ? — They were. 

2078. Did it appear to be altogether in a very bad state ?^ — Altogether in a 
very bad state. 

2079. consider that you have put the outside value upon it, according 
to the dimensions of the house, and the state and condition of the house ? — 

Ido. 

2080. Then I suppose you would, in the discharge of your duty as a special 
valuator, have felt it right to enter the house ; you did not think it was necessary 
to enable you to give the evidence you have given to-day to do so ? — I did not. 

0 . 46 . N 4 2081. Mr. 
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2081. Mr. Beamish^ Are the Committee to understand that you can, by the' 
outward appearance, judge of its value ? — I cannot give any answer to that. 
When the Committee are informed of the means I had of ascertaining the value, 
the Committee can judge of whether it is coiTect or not. 

2082. Chairman.] Is it not easier to form something like an accurate judg- 
ment of a house of that class by an exterior inspection, than it is of a house of 
a very superior class? — From that class of houses I can give a very good 
account of the value by exterior observation. 

2083. Houses of a superior class require to be inspected in the interior 
more accurately than houses of that class, in order to judge of their value ? — 
Much more. This house could not by any possibility be in good order, when the 
outside was in such bad order. 

2084. Supposing the house were in the best possible order inside, would you 
or would you not believe that house to be of the value of 10 1 . ? — No, it was 
never worth it. 

2085. Mr. Seijeant JachsonJ] Even in good repair ? — -Even in good repair. 

2086. Are all the houses in that locality, of a certain class, pretty much of 
the same description of value when in good repair ? — ^They are. 

2087. And they are pretty much of the same description when they get into 
disrepair ? — They ai*e. 

2088. And a person, then, familiar with houses of this class, can by external 
observation form a very good estimate of the value ? — 'Yes ; I have known the 
house since I was a child. 

2089. And you have no reason to distrust your judgment formed upon the 
spot? — No reason whatever. 

2090. Mr. Beamish^ You say that 3'^ou could form a very good estimate of 
the vdue of houses of that description from the outward appearance ; now sup- 
posing there were back premises to a house of that description, could you form 
an estimate of the value of the premises, including the back premises, from an 
outward inspection of the house ? — No, I could not. 

2091. Mr. Seijeant Jackson^ You have heard from Mr. Colburn that this 
man registered out of a house, and not out of any appurtenances in addition ?. 
— I know this house so well, that there could be no appurtenances. 

2092. Did you ■visit the house of Edmond Noonan, of the Backwater-course, 
since Christmas last ? — I did. 

2093. What is the value you set upon it? — Six pounds per annum. 

2094. (To Mr. Colhum.) Do you find that person upon the register ? — I find. 
“ Edmond Noonan, weaver, Backwater -course, city of Cork; house and 
concerns at Backwater-course ; householder, 10?.; registered 12th of October 
1832.” 

2095. When did he vote ? — In 1835 only. 

2096. (To Mr. Do you find him in the valuation ? — No. 

2097. (To Mr. Young.) Does Edmond Noonan inhabit the whole of that 
house ? — He does not ; the upper part consists of one room, he inhabits that 
place ; the lower part consists of two rooms, one let for 1 5. a week, and the other 
for lOr/. a week. 

2098. Could it have been of the value of 10?. in 1832? — It never could be 
of the value of 10?. a year ; it is a very out of the way situation. 

2099. Did you visit and value the premises of Florence McCarthy, of Eason’s- 
hill?— I did. 

2100. He has a house and garden? — A small piece of garden before the 
house. 

2101. Did you estimate theyalueof the house and that small piece of gi-ound? 
— I did ; I think them both together worth 6 ?. a year, and no more. 

2102. (To Mr. Co?&wrn.) Do you find him upon the register? — Ido; "Florence 
McCarthy, writing-clerk, Eason’ s-hill, city of Cork ; house and garden at Eason’ s- 
hiU; householder, 10?. ; registered 6th of November 1832. He voted in 1832, 
1835, and 1837. 

2103. (To Mr. Young.) Could it have been worth 10?. in 1832 ? — It could not. 

2104. (To Mr. Xa?ie.) Do you find that person registered? — He was valued- 
in 1828 at 5?. 

2105. Bias he paid his rates ? — Yes. 

2106. (To Mr. Fowm^.) Did you value the house of John Madden, of Douglas 
street, since Christmas ? — I did. 

2107. What 
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2107. What does his tenement consist of? — Two rooms above stairs, let for 
1 a week each, and the lower part occupied by the owner. 

2108. What is the total value you put upon his premises? — ;£.6. 

2109. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find him upon the register? — John Madden, 
tailor, Douglas-street, city of Cork; house at Douglas-street ; householder, 10 L; 
registered 3d of November 1832.” 

2110. Did he vote, and when? — He voted in 1832 and 1835. 

2111. (To Mr. Lane.) Was he upon the valuation? — He was on the supple- 
mentary valuation in 1833 at 6?., he appealed, and was struck out. 

2112. Mr. Beamish, to Mr. Young.'] Did you examine these premises ? — I did, 
through the lower part of them. 

2113. You did not go up stairs ? — No. 

2114. You learnt the rent from the people in the house? — Yes. 

21 1 5. They were the tenants ?-~Yes. 

2116. You did not see the owner? — No. 

2117. Did you see whether there were any premises in the rear of the house ? 
— ^When I did not find premises in the registry, I did not look. 

2118. You were solely guided by the terms in the registry? — Yes; when it 
mentioned “ premises,” or “ concerns,” I looked for them. 

21 1 9. But in no case did you look at the back part of the house, unless there 
was something mentioned in the registry?— I might have done so; but I did 
not in this case. 

2120. Your general rule was to be guided by the terms in which they appear 
in the registry ? — Yes. 

2121. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ In fact, the object you had in view was to check 
the registry, and to see whether the premises in respect of which the party came 
upon the register were of the necessary value to entitle him, in point of law ? — 
Yes. 

2122. Did you value the premises of George Marrett, of Evergreen-street, since 
Christmas ? — I did. 

2123. What kind of a house has he ? — It is in very bad repair. 

2 1 24. What value do you set upon it ? — £. 6. per annum. 

2125. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find him upon the register? — “George 
Marrett, carpenter. Evergreen-street, city of Cork ; house at Evergreen-street ; 
householder, 10^.; registered 5th of November 1832.” He voted in 1832, 1835, 
and 1837. 

2126. (To Mr. Could his premises have been worth 10?. in 1832 ? — 

No, they could not. 

2127. Was the man you visited a carpenter ? — He was. 

2128. (To Mr. iane.) Does he appear in the valuation ? — No. 

2 1 29. Did you visit and value the house of William Barry, Dublin-street, since 
Christmas ? — I did. 

2130. What is the value of this house ? — ■! think the utmost value is 6 1 . 

2131. Wliat description of house is it, and what state is it in? — It is a small 
house ; I cannot tell the state of it. It is a tolerably good house, I suppose. 

I have not noted it as being out of repair. 

2132. (To Mr. Colburn.) Have you got such a person upon the register? — 

“ Wiliiam Barry, skin-buyer, Dublin-street ; dwelling-house at Dublin-street ; 
householder, 10?.; registered 29th March 1836.” He voted 1837. 

2133. (To Mr. Young.) Could it, in your judgment, be worth 10?. in 1836? 
— No. 

2 1 34. (To Mr. Lane.) Do you find him in the valuation ? — No. 

2135. Chairman^] Must that house have been in existence in 1833 ? — It must. 

21 36. It cannot have been built since ? — It could not. 

2137. Mx. Beamish.] You examined the house? — I did. 

2138. Has it a second story ? — It has. 

2139. Did you go up stairs in that? — No; his wife told me they paid 

5 ?. 12 6 <?. a year for the house. 

2140. Mr. Seijeant ./ccA-so;?.] Do you think that was a fair rent for it? — I 
think it is ; I valued it at 6 ?. in round numbers. 

^ 2141. Did you value the house of Bartholomew Burke, in Wisdom’s-lane,. 
since Christmas ? — I did. 

2142. According to your judgment, what is the value of his house ? — He told 
me he paid 6 ?. a year for it, and I think that is the fair value for it ; I do not 

0.46. o think 
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Mr. John Young, think it is worth more ; it is a very old house, in bad repair, one story high, and 
a garret. 

so February 1838. 2143. (To Mr. Colhum.) Do you find him registered ? — " Bartholomew 

Burke, b^er, Wisdom’ s-lane, city of Cork ; house in Wisdom’ s-lane ; house- 
holder, 10 1 . ; registered 22d of November 1832.” 

2144. (To Mr. Young.) Could it have been worth 10 ^ a year in 1832 ? — It 
could not. 

2145. (To Mr. Colburn.) When did the man vote? — In 1832, 1835, and 
1837. 

2146. (To Mr. Zone.) Was that person valued iu the supplementary valuation 
of 1833 ? — He was, and struck out on appeal. 

2147. (To Mr. Young.) Did you visit and value the house of Denis Buckley, 
of WeUington-road, since Christmas? — I did. 

2148. What do his concerns consist of? — They consist of a very poor small 
thatched cabin, behind which there is a back house, also thatched, both in very 
bad repair. 

2149. Has he any land ? — ^There is a very large field behind it, and on one 
side of it, with which he told me he had nothing to do ; he told me that the 
field and the house did not belong to the same landlord, that he had only the 
house and what I saw. 

2150. Was there any space intervening between the house and the back 
house ? — Merely a short space, you went under the air about four or five feet. 

2151. What is the full value, in your opinion, of his house ? — £. 5. 

2152. (To Mr. Colburn) Do you find him in the register ? — Denis Buckley, 
publican, WeHington-road, house andlandattheWeUington-road; householder, 
10 1 . ; registered 2d November 1835.” He voted in 1837. 

2153. Mr. Beamish, to Mr. Youngi] You did not understand that he had any 
land ? — I was aware that he had registered out of a house and land, and I was 
curious to know whether he had any land ; and I asked him, and he told me he 
had nothing to do with that field. 

2154. Did he possess any land in that neighbourhood held under the same 
landlord ? — I do not know. 

2 1 55. You did not see his lease ? — No. 

2156. You do not know whether he had land or not in his possession at the 
time he registered? — No. 

2157. But you saw the man himself, and you were aware that he had regis- 
tered out of a house and land, and you interrogated him with the particular view 
to ascertain whether he had any land ? — I did. 

2158. Mr.BefljmsA.] Did he tell you that he had not any land ? — He did not; 
but he told me he had nothing to do with the land attached to the house. 

2159. But he did not tell you that he did not hold land under the same land- 
lord that he held the house from ? — 'No. 

2160. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.'] But all the land that you saw was an interval 
of fire or six feet between the house and the back house ? — Five or six feet. 

2161. Enough to save a man’s conscience, if he had a min d to swear that he 
had land ? — I do not think it would save my conscience. 

2162. M.r. Beamish.] He did not tell you that he had no land ?— He did not. 

2163. Mr. Seijeant Jackson, to Mr. Lane.] Do you find him upon the valu- 
ation ? — No. 

2164. (To Mr. Young) Did you visit and value the house of Thomas Buckley, 
of Rockwell-lane, since Christmas ? — I did. 

2165. What value did you set upon his house ? — £. 6. jjer annum. 

2166. What kind of house is it? — It is a very good house of the kind. 

2167. What description of house ? — A very good poor man’s house, consist- 
ing of two rooms up stairs, which his wife told me were let at 10 <?. a week each, 
and two rooms upon the ground floor, which he lived in himself. 

2168. (To Mr. Colburn.) Is he upon the register ? — “ Thomas Buckley, watch- 
man, Rockwell-lane, city of Cork; house at Rockwell-lane; householder, 10?.; 
registered 23d of November 1832.” 

2169. (To Mr. Young) Could that tenement have been worth 10?. in 1832? 
— It could not. 

2170. (To Mr. iawe.) Was that person ever valued ? — No. 

2171. (To Mr. Colburn.) Did that person vote at any of the elections? — He 
did, in 1832 and 1837. 

2172. To 
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2172. (ToMr.Youn^.) Did you visit and value the premises of Joseph Barrett, 
of Welhngton-road, since Christmas ? — I did. 

2173. Does Joseph Barrett live in the house ? — He does not. 

2174. How is the house occupied ? — With poor lodgers. 

2175. Do you know who really owns the house ?— His father, Edward Barrett. 

2176. Does his father, Edward Barrett, live near it ? — He does; he lives in 

a very good house. ’ 

2177. How do you know that his father is the owner of this house ? I went 

to his father’s to inquire, and a brother of his was there, and he told me that 
that house did not belong to his brother Joseph, but to his father, Edward 
Barrett. 

2178. Mr. Beamish^ Who told you? — One of the family, the brother, that 

was inside the shop. ’ 

2 1 79. Was that one of the sons of Barrett ? — One of the sons of Barrett. 

2180. Did you see Joseph Barrett? — No. 

2181. You did not know from him that it was not his house, and you did not 
know from the father, who, you say, was the owner ? — No ; I asked him where 
was J oseph Barrett's house, and he said that Joseph Barrett had no house there ; 
that it belonged to his father, Edward Barrett. 

2182. That was when you went since Christmas? — Yes. 

2183. Mr. Serjeant When you went to the house you found that 

Joseph Barrett did not live in it, but that it was let to lodgers ?— It was let to 
lodgers. 

2184. What value do you set upon that house ? — £. 6 a yeai* is the utmost 
value of it. 

2185. (To Mr. Colhum.) Do you find him upon the register? — " Joseph 
Barrett, cai-penter, Welhngton-road; house at Wellington-road ; householder, 
10/.; registered 1st April 1837. 

2186. Will you see whether his father, Edward Barrett, is not upon the 
register also ?■ — I find Edward Barrett, carpenter, city of Cork ; house and 
premises, Welhngton-road ; householder, 10 1 . ; registered 2d of November 1832.” 

I cannot say that he is his father. 

2187. Mr. Beamish^ Is there an Edward Bairett hving in Welhngton-road ^ 
— ^Yes. 

2188. But not at the house you have been giving evidence of now? — No, he 

hves near it, on the same ground. ’ 

2189. Then, in fact, except from what you heard of the brother of Joseph 
Barrett, this house might be Joseph Barrett’s house?— It might. 

2190. You never heard Joseph Barrett say that it was not his house nor his 
fatlier’s? — No, but he does not hve there. 

2191. Can you say that he did not live there when he registered ? — I cannot 
say. 

2192. Mr. Seijeant Jackson.'] Have you seen this young man at all? 

Never. 

2^93- (To Mr.ia?J€.) Is Joseph Barrett valued for city purposes? — No; it 
appears that he registered in 1837. 

2194. (To Mr. Young.) Did you -^dsit and value the premises of Thomas 
Barry, of Paul’s-street, since Christmas ? — I did. 

2195. What is the value of them, according to your judgment ? — ^There is one 
very small shop, with a small room behind it, all in very bad repair, and his wife 
told me they paid 2 6 cf. a week for it, which, I think, is the full value. 

2196. What would be the highest value you would set upon that shop and 
room ? — I think that is the very utmost value of it ? 

2197. That is 6 1 . 10^. a year ? — Yes ; I have a house in Paul’s-street, in the 
same street, that I cannot get such a good rent for in proportion to the value. 

2198. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find that person upon the register? — “ Thomas 
Bairy, hair-dresser, Paul’s-street, city of Cork ; dwelling-house and shop in 
Paul’s-street ; householder; registered 12th of October 1832.” He voted in 
1832, 1835, and 1837. 

2199. (To Mr. Young.) Could those premises have been worth 10 1 . in 1832 ? 
— They never could be worth that. 

2200. Mr. Beamish.] You said that this man had but one room and a shop, 
mien you went there, did you learn that from himself? — His wife told me that 
he never had more than that part which she showed me. 

o 2 2201. Mr. 
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2201. Mr. Seijeant JacJcson.^ So that in 1832, when he registered, these 
were the premises which he held, and none other ? — They must have been, of 
course. 

2202. (To Mr. Lane.) Do you find him in the valuation ? — I find him marked 
in my list as between 10 ?. and 15 ?. 

2203. That is the house in which his shop and apartments are ; but you do 
not find his name ? — -I do not find his name. 

2204. (To Mr. Young.) Could the whole house have been worth 10?.? — I 
think not. 

2205. Mr. Beamish.'] Could it not have been in 1832 ? — I think not. 

2206. Did his wife tell you who occupied the upper part ? — No. 

2207. Chairman.] You are quite clear that he did not occupy the whole of 
it when you visited it ? — She told me that they never occupied more than that 
part of the house which she showed me. 

2208. Mr. Seijeant Jackson, to Mr. Young.] Did you visit and value the 
house of Patrick Boland, of Shaw’s-dock, since Christmas ? — I did. 

2209. What value did you set upon it ? — £. 6. a year. 

2210. (To Mr, Colbumi.) Do you find him upon the register? — Ido; “Pat- 
rick Boland, weaver, Shaw’s-dock ; house and garden at Shaw’s-dock; house- 
holder, 10 1 . ; registered 21st of September 183/.” 

2211. yir. Beamish, to Mr. Young.] Did you inspect that man’s house 
I did. 

2212. Did you inspect the garden ? — I did. 

2213. What sort of place is it ? — A very pretty nice garden, 

2214. What description of garden? — There were flowers in it, and some little 
vegetables, 

2215. What size was this garden ? — I would call it a small garden. 

2216. What length and what breadth might it be ; is there a quarter of an 
acre in it ? — No, nor a sixteenth. 

2217. You inspected the house ? — Yes. 

2218. Is there any upper story? — There is only one room below stairs, which 
is used as a workshop, and two rooms above. There is hai’dJy a whole pane 
of glass in the whole house. 

2219. Mr. Serjeant Jackson, to Mr. Young.] Did you visit and value the 
house of Michael Fitzgerald, of Barrack-street, since Christmas ?— I did. 

2220. At what amount do you value it ? — £,. 6. per annum. 

2221. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find him upon the register? — I find 
“ Michael Fitzgerald, carpenter, Barrack-street, city of Cork ; house at Barrack- 
street; householder, 10 1 . ; registered 19th November 1832.” 

2222. (To Mr. Young.) Could his premises have been worth 10?. in 1832? 
— Never. 

2223. (To Mr,.ia?2e.) You find him valued? — I find him valued in the sup- 
plementary valuation at 5 ?., and he appealed from that, and was struck out. 

2224. (^o My. Colburn.) When did he vote? — He voted in 1832, 1835 and 
1837. 

2225. My. Young) Did he occupy the whole house when you idsiteditr 
— No, only the lower part. 

2226. What does the lower part consist of? — It consists of a shop, which he 
has let for 12.?. 6 1?. a quarter ; and the rest of the lower part consists of another 
small shop and a parlour, or room behind it ; he occupies that, and that is the 
only part of the whole tenement which he occupies ; the upper part is let to two 
families, each paying \ 0 d. per week. 

2227. Did you visit and value the house of Cornelius Foley, of Bridewell-lane, 
since Christmas ? — I did. 

2228. What does he occupy? — A house. 

2229. .What did you value that house at ? — £. 5. a year. 

2230. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find him upon the register ? — “ Cornelius 
Foley, lodging-house-keeper. Bridewell-lane ; house at Bridewell-lane ; house- 
holder, loX; registered 22d September 1836,” He voted in 1837. 

2231. (To Mr. Lane.) Do you find him in the valuation? — No, he is not in 
the valuation. 

2232. (To Mr, Young.) Did you visit and value the house of Thomas Healy, 
in Philip’s-lane, since Christmas ? — I did, 

2233. What value do you set upon that house ? — £. 5. per annum. 

2234, (To 
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2234. (To Mr. Colhurn.) Do you find him upon the register Thomas 
Healy, mason, Philip’s-lane, city of Cork ; house in Philip’s-lane ; householder, 
10^.; registered 16th of November 1832.” 

2235- (To Mr. Young.) In your judgment could that house be worth 10 1 . 
a year in 1832 ? — ^No. 

2236. (To Mr. Lane.) Do you find him in the valuation ? — No. 

2237. 'Mr. Beamish.'] You examined those premises ? — I did. 

2338. Were you in them ? — I was. 

2239. Were you up stairs? — No. 

2240. Do you know anything about the rent that the man pays ?— No I do 

not. * 

2241. Mr. Seijeant JncAwn, to Mr. Colburn^ When did that man vote?— In 
1832 only. 

2242. (To Mr. Young.) Did you visit and value the house of John Hickson, 

of Denroche’s Cross, since Christmas ? — I did. ’ 

2243. What v^ue do you set upon his house r— He has left it ; and the per- 
son that owned it told me that he paid 6 a year for it ; I think it a very fair 
value for it ; it is empty at present ; I saw a bill upon it, and I went and inquired 
of the landlady, and she told me that Hickson had paid her 6 ?. a year for it. 

2244. (To Mr. Colhurn.) Do you find that person upon the register ? — I find 
“John Hickson, corn broker, Denroche’s Cross, city of Cork ; house and pre- 
mises at Denroche’s Cross; householder, 10?.; registered 24th of November 
1832.” 

2245. Did he vote at any and what elections ?— He voted in 1832, 1835 and 
1837. 

2246. Mr. Beamish, to Mr. Young.] Did you examine those premises ? — They 
were shut up when I went. 

2247. Could you judge from the outside what the value of the premises was ? 
—The means I took was to inquire from the landlad}^ and she told me that he 
paid 6?. a year. 

2248. Did you inquii'e whether he might have paid a fine, or whether he 
might have built the house ? — It did not strike me to ask that question, because 
the ground that it occupied could not be worth anything like 61 . a. year. 

2249. Did you see the ground that the entire premises occupy? — There are 
no premises that I saw, but the house. 

2250. Might there not have been premises occup)T.ng ground in addition to 
the house, amounting to the value of 10?., for aught you know ?— Not when his 
landlady told me that he paid but 6 ?. a year. 

2251. You did not ask her whether he paid any fine, or whether he had 
expended money to improve the house, or laid out money upon it? — She had it 
to let. 

2252. But she did not tell you whether he had paid a fine for the house, or 
expended money in improving the house ? — No ; nor did I ask that. 

2253. Then you did not take the natural means to ascertain the value of the 
premises?— I thought the means I took were the most natural means, to inquire 
of the person that received the rent. 

2254. Suppose the man paid but 6?. a year rent, might he not have laid out 

so much upon it in improving it as to make it worth 10?. a year ? Yes ; but 

it would be likely in that case that he would have the premises to let, and not 
the landlady. 

2255. But suppose his circumstances became so bad, that he would be glad 
to give them up to his landlady ? — It might be so. 

2256. Has not it often happened that a man has laid out money in improving 
premises, and afterwards been glad to give them up in consequence of some 
reverse in his circumstances ? — Yes. 

_ 2257. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Do you believe that such facts existed in this 
mstajice ? — I do not. 

225S. Did you rnake observation upon the exterior of the premises ? — I did. 

2259. Did your judgment upon the exterior of the premises coincide with the 
amount of rent wliich this lady told you she received from this man ? — Perfectlv. 
i think it a verj' fair and reasonable rent. 

^ 2260. Did you ^^sit and value the house of Timothy Healj^ of Bishop-street, 
since Christmas ?— I did. j 1 

2261 . At what amount did you value it ? — At 6?. per annum. 

o 3 2262. What 
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2262. What do those premises consist of? — Two rooms up stairs, let at U. 
a week each, and two rooms below stairs, occupied by the owner. 

2263. Occupied by Healy himself? — I do not know that. 

2264. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find him upon the register? — “Timothy 
Healy, master tailor. Bishop-street, city of Cork; house in Bishop-street; 
householder, lOZ. ; registered 18 th of October 1832 . 

2265. When did he vote? — In 1832 and 1835 . 

2266. (To Mr. Lane.) Is that person upon the valuation ? — He is not. 

2267. Beamish.'] Did you examine the premises ? — I did. 

2268. Were you up stall's ? — No. 

2269. You judged from the appearance of the lower part ? — I did. 

2270. You do not know what rent the man paid ?— I do not know. 

2271. Mr. Seijeant /(ZcAww.] Did you visit and value the house of Denis 
Horgan, of Brandy-lane, since Christmas ? — I did. 

2272. At what amount? — At 6 1 . per annum. 

2273. Is he in the occupation of the whole of it ? — He occupies but one 
room. 

2274. Of how many rooms does the house consist,? — It consists of two 
rooms up stairs, one occupied by the elector himself, and the other let at 10 d. 
per week, and two rooms below stah’s let at 1 s. per week each. 

2275* (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find him upon the register? — “Denis 
Horgan, wheelwi-ight. Brandy-lane, city of Cork ; a house in Brandy-lane ; 
householder, 10 /. ; registered 20 th of October 1832 .” 

2276. When did he vote at any election ? — He polled in 1832 , 1835 , and 
1837 . 

2277. (To Mr. Lane.) Was that man valued in 1833 ? — He was valued at 5 
and appealed and was struck off. 

2278. (To Mr. Did you visit and value the house of Denis Hurley, 

of Cove-street ? — I did. 

2279. To what amount? — Six pounds per annum. 

2280. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find him upon the register? — “Denis Hur- 
ley, slater, Cove-street, city of Cork; a house in Cove-street; householder, 
10 1 . ; registered 25 th of October 1832 .” 

2281. (To M.V. Lane.) Was he valued in the supplementary valuation in 
1833 ? — He was valued at 5 /., and he appealed and was struck off. 

2282. WTien did he vote?^ — In 1832 and 1835 . 

2283. Mr. Beamish.] Were you in that house ? — I was. 

2284. Were you up stairs ? — No. 

2285. Were you accompanied by any one in your valuation ? — I was. 

2286. Were you accompanied by a man of the name of John Sullivan? — 
I was. 

2287. Is he a man of good character ? — I know nothing about him. 

2288. What induced you to have him with you ? — He was conversant with 
the places of residence of the voters. 

2289. Did he take you to any particular class of voters? — No. 

2290. Did you request of him to take you indiscriminately to all the voters 
of a given value of houses ? — ^Yes. 

2291. What was the nature of your request as to the houses he was to i)oint 
your attention to ? — I made out a list from the registry of those houses that 
I thought likely to be below the value of the description, such as I have spoken 
of to-day ; and he was to show me where they were, he being conversant where 
they aU lived. 

2292. Had you that confidence in a man you knew nothing of? — I knew 
nothing about his character. 

2293. He was to point out all those houses for you ? — ^Yes. 

2294. Were you aware by whom he was employed, and by what means he 
acquired the knowledge of the residence of those people ? — ^Yes. 

2295. By whom had he been employed? — Mr. Carnagie. 

2296. For what purpose ? — I never heard. 

2297. Did you never hear of his giving evidence at the sessions ? — Never; 

I interfere so little with electioneering politics, I never heard of his giving 
evidence at the sessions. 

2298. You heard that he was employed by Mr. Carnagie ; for what pui*pose, 

then, 
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then, was it ? — I cannot teU for what purpose ; I understood that it was for Young, 

looking after his poor tenants. 

2299. Were the houses that you went to all Mr. Camagie’s tenants? — As he was J’«bruary 1 838. 

employed in those tenements he acquired a knowledge of those voters, I presume. 

2300. Has Mr. Carnagie tenants in aU parts of the city? — No. 

2301. Then how could it be presumed that, because he had a knowledge of 

Mr. Camagie’s tenants, that he therefore had a knowledge of persons in different 
parts of the town also ? — I do not think it was in consequence of collecting 
Mr. Caraagie’s rents from his tenants that he acquired his knowledge. ^ 

2302. Did you ever hear that this man kept a house of ill-fame ? — Never. 

2303. Should you think, if he had kept such a house, or was in any way 
connected with such a house, that he would be a man of character ? — Indeed 
I would not ; I would think him a man of very bad character. 

2304. But you, of your own knowledge, never heard anything pro or con, 
respecting his character ? — Never. 

2305. How came you to fall in with a man to accompany you, of whom you 
knew nothing ? — Mr. Carnagie takes great interest in electioneering politics, and 
he sent him to me as a person to show me the places, and to point out where 
they lived. 

2306. Did he give you any insight into his idea of the value ? — No. 

2307. You did not ask him ? — I do not know that I ever asked him ; if he did 
give an opinion I never minded it ; I took my own judgment. 

2308. In fact, the entii’e of the valuations made by you are to be considered 
as formed solely upon your own judgment, without reference to any other per- 
son ? — ^Yes. 

2309. Supposing other persons were to give evidence as to the value, differing 
from yours, would you not give them sufficient credit for being competent 
judges ; there might be others as competent to form a value of those premises as 
yourself? — There might. 

2310. And -without impugning your intentions, they might give a very dif- 
ferent value to these houses from what you have given ? — They might. 

2311. And you would stUl think them worthy of credit as well as yourself? — 

It would depend on who they are. 

2312. Presuming them to be men of character ? — It would depend upon who 
the men are ; I might hear of a man, respecting whom I could say, he is no 
judge, and I might think my own judgment better. 

2313. Would you pretend to say, that your judgment was so much better 
that you could set it up in opposition to his, and be thereby enabled to refute 
his judgment? — We might differ in opinion without impugning his opinion. 

23 1 4. Do not you consider that there are many men in the city of Cork who 
have as competent a knowledge of the value of houses as you have yourself ? — 

Indeed, I do ; many men. 

2315' Mr. Serjeant Jackson.'] Did yop make any use of this person whatever, 
except inquiring where A. B. or C. D. lived, whom you wanted to find out ? — 

No use whatever. 

2316. Did you in the slightest degi*ee lean upon his judgment or testimony 
in influencing your valuation of these premises ? — Not in the least. 

2317. You had kno\vn nothing of him antecedently? — Nothing. 

2318. If you had had any suspicion that he was a person of the description 
that has been pointed out in the pre-vious question, you would not have chosen 
such a companion, or such a guide ? — I would be very sorry. 

2319. Do you think it likely that Mr. Carnagie would send you such a guide as 
that ? — I do not think he would, and I recollect now that in the course of my walk 
I went into this man’s house to -write down a memorandum of two or three houses 
in the neighbourhood, and I saw no sign of anything like a house of ill-fame. 

2320. Or any impropriety at aU? — Not the least ; I saw his -wife and httle 
children there. 

2321. Mx. Beamish.'] Where was that house situated ? — I cannot tell. 

2322. Was it near* Peacock-lane? — Somewhere there. 

2323. Might he not have lived in Peacock-lane, and yet be connected with 
a house of ill-fame in a different part of the town ? — He might. 

2324. Then because you might see his wife and children in the house, that 
would not be at all conclusive against his being connected with a house of 
ill-fame ? — No. 

0.46. o A 
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Jovis, 22 ® die Februarii, 1838 . 



MEMBERS 

Mr. Beaiwish. 

Mr. Curry. 

Sir Robert Ferguson. 

Mr. F. Frencli. 

Mr. Hogg. 



PRESENT. 

Mr. Serjeant Jackson. 
Mr. Lucas. 

Mr. M. J. O’Connell. 

I Lord Granville Somerset. 



Lord GRANVILLE SOMERSET, in the Chair. 



Mr. John Youngs called in; and further Examined. 

2325. Mr. Serjeant JhcAww.J DID you since Christmas last visit and value 
the house of John Haly, of Bridewell-lane ? — I did. 

2326. What do his premises consist of? — A house. 

2327. What is the highest value you put upon that house ? — I think its full 
value is 5 1 . 

2328. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find him upon the register ? — I find “John 
Haly, labourer, Bridewell-lane, city of Cork ; house at Bridewell-lane ; house- 
holder, 10 /. ; registered 15th October 1832.” 

2329. (To Mr. Young^ Do you think that house could have been of that value 
in 1832 ? — It could not. 

2330. What kind of house is it? — There are few inhabited houses in worse 
order ; three or four rooms up-stairs ; it is in the filthiest part of the city ; it is 
the abode of the most infamous prostitutes of Cork. 

2331. (To Mr. Lane.) It appears from your paper that that person has never 
been valued for the purposes of the city taxation ? — Never. 

2332. (To Mr. Colburn.) In what elections did he vote? — In 1832 and 1835. 

2333 - (To Mr. Young.) Did you visit and value the premises of William 

Howell, of Ballard’s-lane, since Christmas last ? — I did. 

2334. What description of premises are they ? — It is a house and small back 
house, in very bad order. 

2335. W^hat is the highest value you set upon that house? — £. 5. per annum. 

2336. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find him upon the register? — I find 
“ William Howell, bit and stirrup maker, Ballard’s-lane, city of Cork ; house in 
Ballard’s-lane ; householder, 10 1 . ; registered 20th November 1832.” 

2337* (To Mr. Young.) Could that man’s tenement have been worth 10/. 
a year in 1832 ? — It never was w'oith it; it is in such an out-of-the-way part of the 
city. 

2338. Judging from the description of the house and the situation of it, your 
judgment is that it never could have been worth 10 A, a year? — Never could have 
been. 

2339. (To Mr. Colburn.) Did that person vote at any election ? — He did in 
1832, 1835, and in 1837. 

2340. (To Mr. Lane.) Was that person ever valued for the purposes of local 
taxation?— He was valued at 61 . in the supplementary valuation; it is valued in 
the name of Mr. Ballard, and Howell lives in the house. 

2341. Has not Mr. Ballard other property in Ballard’s-lane ? — (Mr. Young.) He 
owns it all. 

2342-3. From your experience as a valuator for the purpose of city taxation, do 
you conceive it possible that the house could have been, valued at 61 . for the 
purposes of the city taxation ? — No. 

Mr. Lane.} There is only one house valued in Ballard’s-lane. 

2344. (To Mr. Young.) How many houses are there in the lane? — Eight 
or ten. 

234.5. And they are all the property of Mr. Ballard? — They are. 

2346. Mr. Beamish.} Do you know that this is not the house that is valued? — 
I recollect being there valuing the house that is valued ; it is another house in the 
lane. 

2347. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.} Were you the valuator of that district ? — I was. 

2348. And you have a perfect recollection that you did value a house in that 

lane, 
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Jane, and that the house you valued is not the house in question? — Yes; and 
another thing that impresses it more deeply in my mind is, that if we had valued 
Howell’s house we should have put down Howell; and the reason that Mr. Bal- 
lard’s name is to it is, I presume, that it was empty, and when there is no occupying 
tenant, we alw’ays put down the landlord. 

2349. Mr. Beamish.'] You do not know, in point of fact, that you would have 
put down Howell’s name ? — I have no question but that Howell’s name w'ould 
have been put down. 

2350. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ Was the house which you valued in Ballard’s- 
lane a better house, and a different description of house? — Yes ; and we valued 
it at 6 /. 

2351. Mv. Beamish.] Do you know the house specially that you valued; can 
you describe what part of Ballard’s-lane it was in? — I think I do recollect the 
house very well. I must allow that I might be mistaken, but I do not think I am. 

2352. You speak to the best of your recollection, but you cannot speak posi- 
tively as to the fact? — I cannot speak positively to having in my recollection at 
present the house that we valued ; but I can say positively, that if How-ell’s house 
was valued, which I do not think it was, there is not a question but we should 
have put down Howell’s name. 

2353. Supposing that you did not know the name of the man, from your know- 
ledge that the lane was the property of Mr. Ballard, you would have put down his 
name if you could not obtain the name of the occupier? — I knew the place so well 
that there is no doubt that if w-e valued Howell’s house, we should have put down 
Howell’s name. 

2354. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] How long has Howell been there ? — Many years. 

2354*- M.\\ Beamish^ Were you aware, when you went round to value the 

houses in 1833, that Howell had registered in 1832 ? — No ; I never thought of it. 

2355- Were you aware of it? — I was not. 

2356. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ But you are sure that this William Howell did 
reside in Ballard's-lane at the time you were there? — Yes. 

2357. And you knew him for some years before that? — Almost all my life. 

2358. Did you know that he resided there? — Yes. 

2359* quite sure that the house would have been valued in the 

name of Howell, if in truth that was the house that you valued for the purposes 
of local taxation in 1833 ? — I sure of it. 

2360. And, therefore, though you cannot at this moment recall to your mind 
the precise situation of the house which you did value, you have premises enough 
in your mind to enable you to say that this house of Howell’s was not the hoiise 
that you valued ? — It was not. 

2361. Did you visit and value the house of Robert Hollowood, in Maypoie- 
road, since Christmas? — I did. 

2362. What description of house is it? — The rooms are in such bad order that 
I think it is dangerous to live in it. 

2363. What is the highest value of that house ? — £. 5. per annum. 

2364- (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find that person upon the register? — 1 find 
“ Robert Hollowood, nailer, Maypole-road, city of Cork; house at Maypole-road ; 
householder, 10?.; registered 20th October 1832;” and I find that he voted in 
1832 and 1835. 

2365- (To Mr. Young.) In your judgment could that house have been of the 
value of 10 or anything approaching to it, in 1 832 ? — It could not. 

2366. 'M.t. Beamish.] Were you in the house ? — I was. 

2367. And examined it? — Yes. 

2368. Did you see all the premises connected with it?— The same kind of 
examination that I made of all the rest. 

2369. You walked in, and you judged from the lower part of it what the rest of 
it was? — Yes. 

2370. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ And also from the exterior appearance of the 
whole r — Yes ; the exterior has a very dangerous appearance ; the roof has such 
a very great hollow in it. 

2371. Is Maypole-road a very wealthy part of the town ? — It is not. 

2372. (To ]\ir. Lane.) Does he appear in the valuation? — No. 

2373- (To Mr. You 7 ig.) Did you visit and value the house of Francis Johnson, 
of Coppinger’s-lane, since Christmas last? — I did. 

2374. What do his premises consist of ? — A very small, poor house. 
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2375. How is it occupied? — I cannot tell; I was up stairs in that house, and 
I could not find any one that could give me any information. 

2376. "What is the highest value you would set upon that house ? — £. 5. a year. 

2377. Is CoppingerVlane a very poor part of the town? — Very poor. 

2378. Could that house ever have been worth 10/., or anything like it? — 
I think not. 

2379. Is it very old? — It is. 

2380. What sort of repair is it in ? — Very bad repair. 

2381. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find him upon the register ? — I find “ Francis 
Johnson, shoemaker, Coppinger’s-lane ; house, warehouse, &c., Coppinger’s-lane ; 
householder, 10/.; registered 3d April 1835.” 

2382. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.'] It would appear from your evidence that he has 
dignified it a little by calling it a house and warehouse ? — I could see no ware- 
house or anything like it. 

2383. Mr. Beamish.] You said you saw no one there that could tell you any- 
thing about the house ; did you look for the warehouse ? — I did. 

2384. You said you saw no one there that could give you any information; 
now, suppose he had a warehouse there in addition to the house you saw ? — I do 
not think he could. 

2385. But you do not mean to say that you know positively that the man had 
not anything there; you merely judged' by what you saw that what came within 
your view could not be worth more than 5/.? — Yes. 

238^ And you know nothing more about it? — Nothing more. 

2387. You know nothing about the rest of his premises? — I saw no premises 
there. 

2388. But you have said that no one was there to give you any information ? — 
I knew a good deal about the house, as much as examining the inside, and I could 
see no warehouse nor the sign of one. If my recollection serves me right, I do 
not think there was any back door or any back premises at all, but with respect to 
that fact I might be mistaken. 

2389. Mr. Serjeant Jitc/won.] You went up stairs? — I did; it is a corner house, 
and the next to it is another house of a similar description. 

2390. Though you had no person to give you information, you had the full use 
of your own eyes, and you had a full opportunity of surveying the interior and 
exterior of the house ? — I had. 

2391. Could there have been above ground any warehouse and you not have 
seen it? — I think it is impossible. 

2392. Mr. Beamish.] Suppose the warehouse had been at the back of the 
house, as you did not go to the rear of the house, how can you take upon you to 
say that there was not such a thing there ? — There might be a warehouse, but 
there might not. 

2393. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] If there was, should you not have seen it ? — 
There might be a warehouse, but there might not. 

2394. If there had been a warehouse annexed to this house, seeing the situation 
of it, as you have described it to be a corner house, as you had an ample oppor- 
tunity of seeing the whole exterior, you must have seen that warehouse ? — I 
think so. 

2395-6. Mr. Beamish.] You have stated that you were not at the rear of the 
house; now might not there be a warehouse at the rear of the house? — There 
might, and there might not. 

2397-8. You know that he registered out of a house and warehouse, &c. ; but 
you do not know, of your own knowledge,' that this man had not a warehouse 
attached to his house? — I cannot say of my own knowledge that he had not. 

2399. From what you saw you pronounce that the man has only a value of 5/., 
without knowing whether the man has any other qualification sufficient to register? 
— I know from the situation of the house that it would be impossible he could 
have any warehouse or any concerns, out of which he could registei', of the value 
of 10^. ; I know the lane quite well. 

2400. Mr. Lefroy.] Is there a warehouse in the whole lane? — No. 

2401. Mr. Serjeant /rtC'/wow.] What description of persons inhabit that lane ? — 
The poorest description of people. 

2402. (To Mr. Colburn.) Did he vote? — I do not find that he voted. 

2403. (To Mr. Lane.) Do you find that person in the valuation ? — My list does 
not go so far as that registry. 

2404. (To 
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2404. (To Mr. Young.) Did you visit and value the premises of Jeremiah Lee, 
of Quarry-lane ? — I did. 

2405. What did they consist of ; is there more than a house? — No more than a 
house. 

2406. What is the extreme value of that house ? — £.6. per annum, as far as iny 
opinion goes. 

2407. (To M\\ Colburn.) Do you find him upon the register?.— “ Jeremiah 
Lee, labourer, Quarry-lane, city of Cork ; house in Quarry-lane ; householder, 
lo/. ; registered 21st November 1832.” He voted in 1832 and 1835. 

2408. (To Mr. Young.) According to your judgment, could it have been of the 
value of 10/. in 1832? — It could not. 

2409. M\\ Beamish.'] You examined that house ?— I did. 

2410. You were in it ? — I vvas. 

2411. The usual examination that others underwent? — Yes. 

2412. Had it a second floor in it ? — It had. 

2413. You did not go up stairs? — No. 

2414. Mr. Serjeant JacksoUy to Mr. Colburn(\ Did that person vote at any of 
the elections ? — No, I do not find that he did. 

2415. (To Mr. Lane.) Do you find that that person has been valued for the 
purpose of taxation ? — No. 

— 2416. (To Mr. Young.) Did you visit and value the house of John Leary, of 
Eason’s-hill ? — I did. 

2417. What do his premises consist of? — A house two stories high; one room 
on each floor in very bad repair ; I consider its full value 5 psr annum. 

2418. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find him upon the register? — I find ‘‘John 
Leary, yeoman, Eason’s-hill, city of Cork ; house at Eason’s-hill ; householder, 
10/.; registered 31st October 1832.” 

2419. At what elections did he vote? — In 1832, 1835, and 1837. 

2420. (To Mr. Young.) Could that man’s tenement have been worth 10 /. in 
1832 ? — It could not. 

2421. (To Mr. Lane.) Do you find him in the valuation ? — No. 

2422. (To Mr. Young^ Did you visit and value the premises of Patrick Lina- 
han, of Eason’s-hill ? — I did. 

2423. What do they consist of? — One room below, and two rooms up stairs. 

2424. He had only a house ? — Only a house. 

2425. What is the highest value you set upon it ? — £.5. per annum. 

2426. (To Mr. Colburn). Is he upon the register? — I find “ Patrick Linahan, 
Eason’s-hill, city of Cork; house on Eason’s-hill; householder, 10/.; registered 
26th November 1832;” I find that he voted in 1832 and 1835. 

2427. (To Mr. Young.) Could his premises have been worth 10 in 1832 ? — 
They could not. 

2428. (To Mr. Lane.) Is he upon the valuation? — No. 

2429. hlr. Bea7nish.] You were in the house ? — I was. 

2430. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Did you visit and value the house of William 
Verschoyle, of Great Britain-street ? — I did ; it is a very small and narrow house 
of two rooms, one below and one up stairs. 

2431. What is the highest value you set upon it? — I think its full valuers 5 1. 
a year. 

2432. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find him upon the register? — I find, “ Wil- 
liam Verschoyle, broadcloth weaver, Great Britain-street, city of Cork ; hou.se at 
Great Britain-street; householder, 10/.; registered 12th November 1832 I find 
that he voted in 1832, 1835, and 1837. 

2433. Mr. Beamish, to Mr. You?2g.] Did you examine his premises ? — I did ; 
they did not require much examination ; it is only a small room below stairs, and 
1 looked up stairs, and saw one room above. 

2434. You know nothing about the rent that the man pays ? — Nothing. 

2435. Mr. Serjeant Jackso?i, to Mr. Lane.] Do you find him upon your valua- 
tion? — No. 

2436. (To Mr. Young.) Did you visit and value the Ijouse of Patrick Draddy, 
at Wrougijtmore? — 1 was in his house ; it is a very small house ; only one room 
below and a loft above, access to which is had by a small ladder. 

2437. Are there any other premises besides that house? — There is a small piece 

p 2 ol' 



Mr. ./ohii Yovng. 



22 February 1838. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE 



•Wr. John Young. 
2 3 February 1838. 



of ground at the side of it, which I suppose would be sufficient to build two such 
houses, and no more; I think its full value is 4/. per annum. 

2438. That is to say, the house that is standing and this piece of ground, upon 
which you say there might be two other such houses placed ? — Yes. 

2439. Mr. French.'] Do you value the house and land altogether at but 4/. ?— 
That is all. 

2440. Mr. Serjeant Thciww.] What description of house is it? — It is a very 
poor, small house. 

2441. The only way of getting up to the loft, is by a small ladder? — Yes; the 
room below is not large enough to admit of a staircase; it would take up too much 
room. 

2442. Is there only one room below ? — Only one. 

2443. And the land is only sufficient to admit of erecting two such other houses 
upon it ? — That is all. 

2444. Can you state about the dimensions of the house ? — I. do not think the 
house was more than about 12 feet square. 

2445. piece of ground would be double that? — Yes. 

2446. That is the “land”? — The “land.” 

2447. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find him upon the register? — “Patrick 
Draddy, spirit retailer, Wroughtmore, city of Cork; house and land at Wrought- 
more; householder, 10/.; registered 29th October 1832.” I find that he has 
voted in 1832, 1835, and 1837. 

2448. (To Mr. Young.) Could that house, in the nature of things, be worth 
10 /. a year, or any thing- like it, in 1832 ? — It could never have been worth it. 

2449. (To Mr. Xfl/jc.) Do you find such a person in the valuation ? — I do not 
find him ; and there is no such place in my valuation. 

2450. (To Mr. Young.) Did you visit and value the premises of John Egan, 
of Brandy-lane? — I did. 

2451. Of what do they consist? — It is a small house; no loft. 

2452. Nothing but a ground floor? — Nothing but the ground fioor, in bad 
repair ; there is a small yard behind it, in which there is a small thatched out-house. 

2453. What is the highest value you put upon those premises.^ — His wife told 
me they paid 4?. a year for it, and I think it is the utmost value. 

2454. Mr. Beamish.] You do not know whether he built the premises himself? 
— I do not. I do not think he could have built them, for the ground is worth 
nothing like 4 /. a year. 

2455. Do you intend to convey to the Committee that, even supposing he had 
built the house, the entire would not be worth 10 /. a year? — I would infer that 
he could not have built it, inasmuch as 4 /. a year would be a very extravagant 
rent for the ground. 

2456.. Mr. Serjeant Jachson^ No matter who built that house ; taking the 
house as it now stands, together with the yard, is 4 /. a year the extreme value ? — 
I think it is. 

2457. Would you have even valued it at so high a value if the wife had not 
told you that they were subject to that rent? — I think I would ; I think it is worth 
4?. a year, and no more. 

24.58. It is a poor part of the town ? — It is. 

2459. (To Mr. Colburn^ Do you find him upon the register? — “John Egan, 
Jabourer, Brandy-lane, city of Cork ; house and yard in Brandy-lane ; house- 
holder, 10/.; registered 23d November 1832.” I find that he voted in 1832, 
1835, and in 1837. 

2460. (To Mr. Young^ Could that tenement be worth 10/. a year, or any- 
thing approaching to it, in 1832? — It could not. 

2461. (To Mr. Lane.) Do you find him upon the valuation ? — No. 

2462. (To Mr. Young.) Did you visit and value the house of Michael Foley, 
of Trimbath-street? — I did. 

2463. What does that tenement consist of? — A very good thatched cabin, in 
good repair ; there is a yard, and in the yard a good linney. 

.2464. What is the highest value you set upon it? — I think the highest value is 
4 /. a year. 

246.5. Was tiiere any up-stairs in his cabin ? — No. 

2466. How many apartments in it ? — Two. 

2467. (To Mr. Do you find him upon the register ?—“ Michael 

Foley, wheelwright, Trimbath-sp-eet, city of Cork ; house and land at Trimbath- 

street ; 
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street; householder, 10/.; registered 31st October 1S32.” I find his haying 
voted in 1832, 1835. 

2468. Mr. Beamish, to Mr. Young.'] Did you see any land? — No. 

2469. Are you aware that he held any land? — I observed that he had land in 
his registry. I went to look, and I found no land but the yard ; he told me that 
all he had was what he showed me. 

2470. That he had no land ?— I do not know that he used those words , 
I asked him what land he had ; he said there is a yard ; and I went and looked at 
it, and it was a good yard. 

2471. Did you ask him whether he had any land? — I do not recollect asking 
him those words. 

2472. Mr. Serjeant Jcrc/cwn.] You say that you went for the purpose of ascer- 
taining what his house and land were ; what was the substance of your question 
to him? — “Have you anything besides this house?” said I; “Yes,” said he, 
“ there is a yard there and I went and looked at it. 

2473. And that yard was sufficient to satisfy the legal denomination of land, 
for it was so much land ? — It was so much land. 

2474. Mr. Beamish.] Did you ask him whether he had any land in addition to 
the house ? — I cannot charge my memory with having asked him those words. 

2475. He might have had land in addition to the house out of which he 
registered without your knowledge ? — He might. 

2476. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] He did not tell you that he had any land or any 
other premises elsewhere ? — No. 

2477. Mr. Beamish.'] Did you tell him what you came for? — No. 

2478. He was not likely to be very communicative to you? — He was very 
communicative and very civil, for he told me that he had just come back after 
being away a short time, and that during his absence he let it for 4 /. a year. 

2479. Serjeant Jackson.] He seemed to be a very honest fellow ? — Yes. 

2450. He was not upon his oath when he was talking to you ? — No. 

2451. i\Ir. Beamish.] You do not mean to say that he would not be as honest 
if he was upon his oath? — No; I do not wish to impugn the man’s oath; I 
recollect he was very civil to me ; he invited me to sit down and rest myself. 

2482. Mr. Serjeant Jackson, to Mr. Lane.] Do you find him upon the valua- 
tion ? — No. 

2483. (To Mr. Young.) Did you visit and value the house of John Barry of 
Ballivo-lane ? — I did. 

2484. What did it consist of? — One very good room. 

2485. Has he anything but a house? — He has land. 

2486. What quantity of land ?■ — About a quarter of an acre. 

2487. What sort of house is it? — Very small. 

248s. How many apartments in it? — Three; it is a small shop and a small 
room behind it on one side, and the other side is in one ; there is no loft in it. 

2489. Was it a thatched house or a slated house? — Slated. 

2490. What is the extreme value that you would set upon that house and tliat 
patch of land ? — The extreme value of the house is 3 1 . per annum, including 
the land. 

249]. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find this man upon the register? — “John 
Barry, mason, Ballivo-lane, city of Cork ; dwelling-house and land at Ballivo- 
lane ; householder, registered 13th October 1832.” I find that he voted in 

1832, 1835, and in 1837. 

2492. (To Mr. Young.) Could that house and that little patch of land ever have 
been worth lo /. a year? — It never could. 

2493* (To Mr. Young.) Did you visit and value the house and yard of Daniel 
Horgan, of Donovan ’s-lane ? — I did. 

2494. What is the extreme value of that concern? — £. 3. a year; it is no more 
than a very poor thatched cabin, with a yard. 

2495. Are there any other tenements in the yard ? — I do not think there is ; 
there may be a pigsty. 

2496. Mr. Beamish.] You do not appear to have made much inquiry about that 
house ?— I was in it. 

^497* You thought that looking into the house was quite sufficient ? — I not only 
looked into it, but I went into it. 

2498. Did you examine the yard ? — I saw the yard there ; I believe I saw a pig 
there, and I infer from that there was a pigsty. 

0'46. p 3 • 2499. 
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2499. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.'] Do you think a man would be able to set a value 
upon a tenement of that description who should go into it and look at it, as you did ? 
— I think he could. 

2500. You have no doubt you had a sufficient opportunity of valuing it ? — Not 
a doubt of it. 

2501. (llo'M.wColburn.) Do you find him upon the register ? — “Daniel Horgan, 
labourer, Donovan’s-lane, city of Cork ; house and yard at Donovan’s-lane ; house- 
holder, 10/.; registered 20th October 1832.” He voted in 1832, 1835, and 
1837. 

2502. (To Mr. Young.) Do you think that that could have been of the value or 
1 0 /. a year in 1 832 ? — It was never worth half the value. 

2503. Mr. Beamish.] It was nothing but a residence ? — Nothing but a residence. 

2504. Mr. Serjeant Jackson, to Mr. Lane.] Was this gentleman ever valued for 
the taxation ? — No. 

2505. - (To Mr. Young.) Did you visit and value the house of Daniel Leland, 
of Brocklesby-street? — I did ; I was in it, and up stairs throughout. 

2506. Mr. Beamish.] You satisfied your mind as to the upper story as well as 

the lower? — I did ; and the conclusion I came to was, that it was as bad an inha- 
bited house as ever T was in ; in point of repair, the stairs were as if they could not 
bear the weight of any one upon them ; the lower part was let for 1 a week ; two 
rooms up stairs, one let for 1 1 a week, and the other at 7 </. a w’eek, and the 

back room was occupied by the owner ; the utmost value, I think, is 5 1 . per 
annum. 

2507. Mr. Serjeant to Mr. Colburn.] Do you find him upon the register? 
— “ Daniel Leland, 'woollen manufacturer, Brocklesby-street ; house in Brocklesby- 
street; householder, 10/.; registered 3istOctober 1832.” He voted in 1832 and 

1835- 

2508. (To Mr. Young.) Could his tenement have been worth that money in 
1832? — It could not. 

2509. Are you able to say what portion of that miserable tenement he occupied 
himself? — Only the back room. 

2510. Did you visit and value the house of Humphrey Leary in Cat-lane? — 
I did. 

2511- What concerns does that man possess? — A house and yard; the usual 
yard to such houses. 

2512. What sort of a house is it? — It is in very bad repair; it consists of two 
rooms on the ground floor, one occupied by the elector himself, the other let at 
1 s. per week, and two rooms up-stairs, one let at %d. per week, the other at 10 d. 
per week ; I think its full value is 5 1 . per annum. 

2513. This man only occupied one room himself? — Only occupied one room 
himself'. 

2514. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find him upon the register? — “Humphrey 
Leary, labourer. Cat-lane, city of Cork ; house and yard at Cat-lane ; house- 
holder, 10 ; registered 21st November 1832 he voted in 1832, 1835, and 1837. 

2515. (To Mr. Young.) Could that house, in the nature of things, be worth 
10?. a year in 1832? — It never was worth 10/. a year in my opinion. 

25)6. Mr. Beamish.] Is there anything but a yard at the back of it? — Nothing 
more than a yard of the usual size. 

2517. Mr. Serjeant Jackson, to Mr. Lane.] Was this man ever upon the valua- 
tion ? — He was valued in the supplementary valuation at 5 and he appealed 
and was struck out. 

2518. (To Mr. Young?) The Committee collect from your evidence, that when 
you got the summons to attend here, you proceeded to inform yourself by actual 
inspection of the houses of certain persons who appeared upon the register, that 
you might be enabled thereby to give accurate evidence to the Committee ? — I did. 

2519. When were you summoned ? — I believe my summons is dated the loth of 
December. 

2520. When did you receive it? — In the course of post, the 13th or 14th. 

2521. Did you immediately proceed to value those premises? — No; I im- 
mediately proceeded to go through the registry-book, and to take down the 
names of those that I thought were living in such parts of the city as that they 
might not be of sufficient value, and when I had taken down those lists, I went 
and visited them. I began my visits after Christmas. 

2522. How 
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2522. How long were you able to continue your visits ; did you continue visiting 
till you were obliged to come away? — I did ; including the copying of my memo- 
randums into this book. 

2523. You took some time to arrange your memoranda, and to put them in 
proper order in this book ; but, except that time, you were employed in visiting and 
valuing the houses till you came away? — Except that time. 

2524. Are the Committee to understand from you that there are many other 
houses in the city of Cork, occupied by registered voters under the value of 1 0 /. 
a year, which you did not visit? — I think there are a great number; but with 
respect to those which I have .taken a memorandum of, I wished to be as particular 
and as minute in my inquiries respecting them as possible. 

2525* You thought it better to be particular, and minute and accurate, with 
regard to the testimony you should bear, respecting the houses you did visit, than 
to visit a very large number in a superficial way ? — I thought it best to do so. 

2526. Mr. Seamvik.'] You say when you got your summons you immediately 
proceeded to make out a list of the houses in such parts of the town as appeared 
upon the register, who you thought might not have the proper value ; was it from 
your general knowledge of the city that you made that list out ? — It was. 

2527. And not from any peculiar knowledge of the parties ? — It had no refer- 
ence to the parties whatever. 

2528. When you did make out your list, you then proceeded to the different 
parts of the town to see those houses? — I did. 

2529. You stated upon the last day that Mr. Carnagie supplied you with a man 
who could point out those houses to you? — He did. 

2530. What led you to apply to Mr. Carnagie, or did Mr. Carnagie hear of 
your being summoned, and send you a man ? — I went to him and asked him could 
he supply me with a man to show me the habitations of the voters, and that it 
w ould save me a great deal of time. 

2531. Did you ask him to give you a list? — No; I made out the list myself. 

2.532. You got no information from Mr. Carnagie as to any list that you might 

make out? — No. 

2533- Sullivan, who went with you, point out any particular parts of the 
town that you might have omitted? — He might have suggested ; but I do not 
recollect. 

2534. Do you think he was a likely man to be able to suggest ? — Very likely. 

2535. And you would be inclined to follow a suggestion of his ? — So far as 
going to look at such and such houses. 

2536. You had that confidence in him ? — It did not require any confidence ; if 
he told me that such a man in such a lane was a registered voter, and he might 
say, Have you it down ? and if 1 had not it down, T might put it down ; but I would 
look in the registry book before I would go there. 

2537- You looked to him to give you information as to where those voters 
resided ? — He knew w’here they re.sided better than I did. 

2538. You stated that you were not aware of his being in any way connected 
with a house of ill-fame r — I never heard of it, till it was mentioned the last day 
I was examined here. 

2.539- You never knew anything about the man till Mr. Carnagie sent him to 
you.' — Never. 

2540. Mr. Serjeant Jac/cson.] Do you know him to be a man of bad character? 
— 1 do not. 

2541. Do you think Mr. Carnagie would have sent you a man of that character? 
— I do not think he would ; I think the man’s character is mistaken. 

2542. It appears, upon looking through your evidence, that the class of houses 
you have directed your observation and evidence to consists of houses valued at 
and under 6/. a year? — It does. 

2543- there a great number of houses in the city of Cork which might be 
valued between 6/. and lo?., under 10 which you have not visited? — A great 
many more than I have given evidence of. 

2544- Can you state whether there are not some hundreds of other houses in 
the city of Cork, from your knowledge of the city, under 10?. yearly value, 
out of which voters have been registeretT, which you did not visit? — I think there 
are. 

2545- You did not visit any of those which might be valued between 61 . and 
10 /. ? — I took memorandums of a few as far as 8 /. 

0*46. p 4 454C. But 
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~i.lt. John Young. 2546. But you have not given evidence as to those? — I have not. 

2547. Had you time to visit those 40 s. freeholders whose freeholds might be 

22 February 1 838. supposed to be worth 40 s. a year ? — I not only had not time to do that, but if 
would be impossible to value the 40 s. freeholders, because you should first ascer- 
tain their rents, and that is almost an impossible case. 

254S. You had not time to do that? — I had not time to do it. 

2549. And you think you would not have had premises from which to draw 
your conclusions? — If 1 had paid any attention to the 405. freeholders, I could 
not have visited so many houses as I did visit. The houses which I have given 
in fully occupied all the time I had. 

2550. Did you, in .the course of your peregrinations, visit the premises of a 
40 s. freeholder of the name of Andrew Barry, of the Watercourse ? — I did. 

2551. How came you to visit him? — I was told that there was a house in the 
Watercourse out of which two 40 freeholdei's registered and voted. 

2552. Were you told their names? — I was. 

2553. Was Andrew’ Barry one of them? — Yes. 

2554. Who was the other ? — Cornelius Mahony. 

2555. Were you anxious to see this curiosity which could furnisli two voters ? 
— I was ; I went to the house, and inquired for Andrew Barry, and he was cailed 
down to me. I asked him if he lived there; he said lie did. I asked him how 
much of the house he occupied; he said, he only occupied one room in it. I 
asked him to w;hom he paid rent, and he told me, to Cornelius Alahony. I asked 
him, was it long since he registered, and he said it was a long time ago. 

2556. Did you see the other man, Cornelius Mahony? — No, I did not. 

2557. What did this man’s premises consist of? — Nothing but the house. 

2558. (To -Mr. CoZiwr?2.) Will you see if you have a 40 freeholder of the 
name of Andrew Barry upon the register? — “ Andrew Barry, weaver, Water- 
course, city of Cork; house at Watercourse ; freeholder, 40 ; registered 13th of 
October 1832.” 

2,559. ("To Y'oung.') What might have been the value of the tenement ? — 
He came down stairs to me ; I was not in the room, and I could not ascertain the 
value of it, nor would he tell me the rent of it. 

2560. Did he only occupy one room?— So he told me. 

2561. Cannot you form an estimate of the value of that room ? — I should think 
a shilling a week would be a fair medium for the value of it. 

2562. Do you know who the head landlord was? — He told me that Cornelius 
Mahony paid 6 ?. a year for it to Mr. Blaseby., 

2563. That is, that Cornelius Mahony, Barry’s landlord, was tenant to Mr. 
Blaseby, for the tenement, at 6 /. a year ? — Yes. 

2564. Mr. You did not see Mahony ? — No. 

2564*. And you did not see Mr. Blaseby? — No. 

2565. (To Mr. Colburn.) Have you got Barry’s affidavit? — I have ; here is the 
affidavit of the registry, before Mr. Moody, in 1832. 

[The JVifness delivered in the same.'] 

2565*. By this it appears that Andrew Barry, cotton-weaver, of the Water- 
course, in Cork, registered as a 40 s. freeholder, out of premises in the Water- 
course ? — Yes. 

2566. You perceive that he registers here by virtue of a former registry, as a 
405. freeholder? — Yes. 

2567. Have you searched the file of original affidavits, for the affidavit of this 
Andrew Barry, prior to the Reform Bill? — I have; and I cannot find it. 

2568. Ought there not to be among the records the original affidavit from 
which he registered ? — It ought to be here ; I have searched all through ; hut I 
cannot find it. 

2569. Do you find upon the registry Cornelius Mahony? — “ Cornelius Ma- 
hony, weaver, Watercourse, city of Cork; house and concerns at the Watercourse ; 
freeholder, 405.; registered 3d of November 1832.” 

2570. Will you now refer to the original affidavit, by virtue of which he effected 
that registry ? — Here is the affidavit by which he registered before Mr. Willis, on 
the 3d of November 1832. [The Witness delivered in the same.') 

2571. Will you now refer to the affidavit by which he effected his previous 
registry? — Here is the affidavit of Cornelius Mahony, of the22d of April 1830. 

2572. The 
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2572. The name at the bottom appears to be the name of James Blaseby? — Yes. 

2573- Mw Beamish.'] Whose writing is that? — I cannot say. 

2574* Ml*. Serjeant .Tizc/wow.] Do you, from your experience, know whether 
or not the name of the landlord was stated in those cases of registry of 40 free- 
holders, before the Reform Act? — I cannot say that. 

2575- Will you look at the whole file of affidavits, and see whether you do not 
find the names of the landlords there ? — I cannot tell whose names these are. 

2576. You see the name of James Blaseby in the corner there ? — I do. 

2.577* (To Mr. Young.) Do you know Mr. Blaseby’s handwriting ? — I do. 

2578. Is that the handwriting of Mr. James Blaseby? — It is not. 

2579* Andrew Barry told you that he held under Cornelius Mahony, who 
himself held under Mr. Blaseby? — Yes, under Mr. Blaseby. 

2580. Do you know which Mr. Blaseby it was ? — No, there are two, William 
and James. 

2581. Chairman^ Do you know the handwriting of both of them ? — No. 

2582. But you know the handwriting of Mr. James Blaseby? — I do. 

2583* You state that to your belief that is not the handwriting of Mr. James 
Blaseby ?. — I believe it is not. 

2584. Mr. Beamish.l Do you know', of your own knowledge, that Mr. Blaseby 
is the landlord of that house ? — Only what Barry told me. 

2585* You have no knowledge yourself that Mr. Blaseby is the landlord?— I 
have no knowledge of it myself. 

2586. Mr. Blaseby might have two houses there, might he not? — I believe he 
has property there ; I believe it is out of that he votes himself. 

2587. Then he might have a second house there out of which he might have 
given a second freehold, supposing it to be his property? — He might. 

2588. So that Cornelius Mahony might be a freeholder, and Andrew Barry 
might be a freeholder ? — I do not think x'\ndre'v Barry could, for he resides in 
Cornelius Mahony’s house. 

2589. That is when you visited it the other day; but the question refers to the 

time when the registry was made: have you any knowledge of the state of things 
at that time ? — No knowledge. ° 

2590. Chairman.] But still Barry might have voted out of the qualification at 
the last election? — ’He might, and did. 

259^* There are a number of houses there now ? — There are four or fis’e houses 
in the row. 

2592. Does Cornelius Mahony live in the same house as Barry? — He does. 

2593- Mr. Beamish.] Do you know whether he lived there in 1832 ? — I can- 
not say. 

2.594- Mr. Serjeant Jackson, to Mr. Colburn.] Will you refer to your poli-books 
and see whether those two persons, Cornelius Mahony and Andrew Barry, have 
voted at elections.^ — I find x4ndrew Barry and Cornelius Mahonv both voted in 
^832, 1835, and 1837. 

^2.595. (To Mr. ~Young.) Was your attention drawn to a freeholder of the name 
of Timothy Herlihy, of Roman’s-walk? — It was. 

2596. He appeared to be a 20 1 . freeholder ? — He did. 

2597- Did you know that district called Roman’s-walk ? — I did. 

2598. Was your attention particularly excited, finding that he was registered as 
a 20 1 . freeholder? — It was. 

2,599. your knowledge of the place, know that there could be no 

house there of the value of 20 1 . ? — I was sure there could be no house there of the 
value of 10 1 ., and that made me go to it. 

2600. Having gone to it, what did you find? — I found Timothy Herlihy’s 
house, and I went into it ; his wile told me that it contained five rooms, one below 
occupied by the elector himself. 

2601. Did he only occupy a single room in that house.* — That is all; there 
were two rooms on tlie first floor let for 9<?. a week each, and two on the second' 
fioor let for 8 rf. a week each. 

2602. What value would you set upon the room that this man himself occupied ? 
— I tliink 1 s. a week would be the very outside value for it. 

_ 2603. Did you find that he was in possession of any other house ? — -On inquir- 
ing, I found that he vvas tlie owner of the next house, which was much smaller 
than the one he resides in, and his wife told me that that contained four rooms, 

0.46. Q t^YQ 
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two on the ground floor, one let at \od. a week and the other at ii<f. a week, and 
two rooms up stairs, one let at "jd. and the other at 6 1/. a week. 

2604. Have you put together all those sums ? — I have. 

2605. What do they all amount to? — Allowing li. a week for the part he 
occupies himself, the two houses together make 17?. 2s. 8 if. per annum. 

2606. Do you know what rent he was subject to for those houses ? — No, his 
wife could not tell me what rent he w>as under. 

2607. But however the rent would have to be deducted before you get to the 
value of the interest he had in such premises? — Yes. 

2608. Is it the custom that a person that lets apartments in such a way keeps 
the house in repair? — The landlord must keep the house in repair. 

2609. The room-keepers who pay a weekly rent are not bound to keep the 
house in repair ? — No. 

2610. Therefore you would have to deduct not only the rent but also the 
repairs of the premises before you could get at what was the interest of this indi- 
vidual himself in the tenements ? — Yes. 

2611. {To Mv. Colburn.) Do you find Timothy Herlihy upon the register? — 
I find “Timothy Herlihy, sawyer, Roman’s-walk, city of Cork; house at Roman’s- 
walk ; freeholder, 20l.] registered 17th October 1832.” 

2612. Does he register out of a house, or out of houses ? — A house in Romau’s- 
walk. 

2613. (To Mr. Young^ Neither of his houses was of the value of 10 a year ? 
— Neither. 

2614. (To Mr. Lane.) How does this person appear upon the valuation ? — He 
is not at all in the valuation. 

2615. (To Mr. Colburn.) Have you got the affidavit upon which this man was 
registered ? — Here is the old affidavit. 

\The Witness delivered in the saniei] 

2616. Have you searched for the document upon which Timothy Herlihy effected 
his registry thus dated, the 11th of January 1827 ? — 1 have; it is dated the 11th 
of January 1827. 

2617. Will you read the words of that affidavit ? — “I, Timothy Herlihy, of 
Roman’s-walk, in the county of the city of Cork, sawyer, do swear that I am a 
freeholder of the county of the city of Cork, and that 1 have and am now in actual 
possession of a freehold therein, arising from houses of the clear yearly value of 
20 /..above all charges payable out of the same, lying and being at or in Roman’s- 
walk, in the north suburbs of the city of Cork, in the county of the city of Cork ; 
and that the said freehold does not arise from a rentcharge, nor have I procured 
it fraudulently” ; and so on. 

2618. It appears that he signs his affidavit as a marksman ? — He does. 

2619. Will you read the certificate at the back of it? — “This is to certify, that 
Timothy Herlihy, of Roman’s-walk, was this day duly registered before me as a 
voter for this city, in right of a freehold of the yearly value of 20 /., situate at 
Roman’s-walk aforesaid, in said city. Dated the 17th day of October 1832, at 
Cork. Anth. Wills, deputy assistant-barrister ; John Colburn, clerk of the peace.” 

2620. You find no other document than this? — No. 

2621. Did he vote in 1837 ? — I find that he voted in 1832 and in 1837. 

2622. Mr. Beamish^ You saw but two houses of this man’s ?— I asked his wife, 
and she said that was all that be possessed in Roman’s-walk. 

2623. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.^ Did you inspect the premises of Cornelius Kelly, 
of Brandy-lane? — I did. 

2624. What do tliey consist of? — I do not think it is fit for the habitation of 
any human being. 

2625. What sort of a thing was it? — It was without a roof; the thatched one 
which was on having fallen in, and the old roof not having sufficient to support it, 
was propped up by a piece of old timber ; the rain must come in in most parts, 
and did. I should not have thought it habitable at all, but 1 .saw some fire there, 
and other marks of its being inhabited. 

2626. Did you see any bed there ? — There was a thing like a bed ; some straw. 

2627. Unless you had seen these traces of inhabitancy, you would not have 
conceived it possible that a human being resided in such a thing — I never thought 
that a human being did reside in such a place. 

2628. Were you able to put any value upon it at all ?? — No value at all. 

2629. Did 
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2629. Did you see any person when you were there ? — No ; there was not any 
person there at the time. 

2630. Did you see any one at the next door? — I inquired at the next, where 
Cornelius Kelly lived, and the woman went out and showed me that place. 

2631. Mr. Beamis/i.] You did not see this man himself? — No, I did not. 

2632. Tlien you do not know out of what property this 40 s. freeholder was 
registered ? — Being a 405. freeholder, I presume it must be where he resided. 

2633. You do not know that he registered out of the house that you saw? — 
I do not know that he did. 

2634. Then all you know was, that he appeared upon the registry as a 40 s. 
freeholder? — Yes, in Brandy-lane; and on going to Brandy-lane, on inquiring 
where Cornelius Kelly lived, I was directed to this place. 

2635. But you neither saw Kelly nor any person that could give you informa- 
tion as to what premises he registered out of? — The woman next door showed me 
that house, and said that that was Cornelius Kelly’s house. 

2636. But she did not tell you that that was the house out of which he regis- 
tered ? — No. 

2637. Mr. Serjeant Jachon.J Did she tell you that that was the house that he 
resided in? — Yes. 

2638. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find Cornelius Kelly upon the register? — 
I find “ Cornelius Kelly, slater and plasterer, Brandy-lane, city of Cork ; house at 
Brandy-lane; freeholder, 40 ^. ; registered 26th October 1832.” I find that 
Cornelius Kelly voted in 1832, 1835, and in 1837. 

2639. (To Mr. Young.) With respect to the weekly lettings, do you think that 
the sums that are produced by those weekly lettings are a fair criterion of the 
annual value? — By no means. 

2640. Are not the persons that inhabit those miserable apartments, persons that 
occupy only for short periods, oftentimes? — They are continually changing. 

2641. Therefore the owner of a house that is let out to room-keepers, must 
have part of his premises continually unoccupied ? — Yes; people leaving his pre- 
mises, and the loss he sustains by the tenants going away without paying him the 
rent ; I should think he gets very little more than half ; perhaps two-thirds is the 
outside. 

2642. That is to say, if an apartment in a house were let at 1 5. a week, you 
think the 6 d. or 7 d. would be the outside that would be realised by the owner for 
the year? — 1 think so. 

2643. You have a great deal of experience in these matters? — A great deal of 
experience. 

2644. E)o you think that would be a liberal allowance, taking one room with 
another, and considering the class of persons that occupy those rooms ? — I think so. 

2645. Have you any houses that are let out in portions in that way? — I have 
a great many in different parts of Cork. 

2646. Chairman^ You have houses yourself in the city of Cork which you 
yourself let out in lodgings to weekly tenants ? — I have ; and 1 would be very glad 
to take a third off the weekly rent to let them by the year to a solvent tenant. 

2647. That is to say, suppose a house to be let, in portions, to weekly tenants 
at sums amounting altogether to 10/. a year, you would gladly let it at 7 /. a year 
to a yearly tenant, presuming it was a solvent tenant ? — I would. 

2648. Mr. Beamish^ Have not you a great number of houses let out in that 
way? — I have. 

2649. Tlien if vou find it so bad a mode of letting, why do not you resort to the 
othei- mode? — I do not think it a bad mode of letting ; by minding the tenants and 
attending to them, I find it more profitable ; and besides, I find it impossible to get 
solvent tenants for an entire house. 

2650. Then, in fact, you would rather have them as they are now, than let them 
to a solvent tenant'for two-thirds of the money ? — I would be very glad to calculate 
the rent of all my houses by the week in an annual sum, and to take one-third oft’ 
to let them by the year to solvent tenants. 

2651. Mr. Litlon.'] To let the middleman bear the losses and trouble? — Yes. 

2652. Sir Robert Ferguson.'] Where the person is resident in the house, is there 
the same loss as with you who are not resident upon the premises ? — I do not think 
there is the same loss, because tiiey are upon tiie spot to watch ttiem ; but I not 
being upon the Sjjot, cannot watch them when they are running away from me. 

2 ^ 53 - Are not the people upon the spot often in tlie habit of making then] pay 
Q. 2 beforehand ? 



JMr. John Yowig. 



22 February 1838. 
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Mi. John Young, beforehand ? — I never knew it j if they can get it when it is due, it is as much as 
they can get. 

32 February 1838. 2654. Chairman.'] Is it quite certain that lodgings let out in this sort of 

manner to weekly tenants will be occupied all the year? — They are very seldom 
occupied all the year round. 

2655. Then, at all events, there must be a deduction for the space of time for 
which they are not occupied ? — I have had rooms months idle, 

2656. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ Is there a considerable wear and tear of pre- 
mises, owing to this description of persons occupying them? — Very great. There 
is a perpetual outgoing for repairs. 

2657. Chairman.] With regard to the former statement, in your evidence, of 
persons who let out their houses in lodgings, did you understand that to be the 
bare wall, or was any furniture of any sort included in the price stated? — No 
furniture of any sort. 

2658. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] How came it to pass that you visited these 
three instances of freeholders ? — They were so very remarkable, my attention was 
called to them. 

2659. hh. Beamish.] By whom ? — By John Sullivan. 

2660. As he did with respect to many of the 10/. householders? — I cannot 
positively call to my recollection that he called my attention to any but to Kelly ; 
but it struck me myself as to the 20I. freeholder registered in Roman’s-walk, and 
I thought it was a mistake. 

2661. You have many houses in the city of Cork above the value of 10 /. ? — 
I have. 

2662. They have been exempted from city taxation ?— They have. 

2663. Upon what ground ? — The local Act frees all houses let out in separate 
apartments to poor families from being returned as subject to taxation. 

2664. Have you houses that are bringing you in rent, as much as 20 /. a year, 
which are exempt in that way ? — I do not think I have one. 

2665. But you have many over to 1 . ? — I have. 

2666. Perhaps that would induce some people to let those houses in poor 
tenements? — Of course, if all houses of that description were regularly charged 
with taxation every year, it would gradually advance the rent upon the occupiers. 

2667. Did you ever appear before the grand jury to appeal against your houses 
being rated ? — Some of the constables have returned my houses as “ rateable,” 
and I have endeavoured to persuade the grand jury that it was illegal to do so, 
and thev have struck them out. 

2668. You have had a hard fight before the grand jury sometimes, have not 
you ? — Very hard sometimes. 

2669. When you were getting good rents, and yet you thought you should be 
exempted from rates? — Yes, under the local Act. 

2670. Chairman.] Were you ever unsuccessful in any application that you 
made? — I was; one house was found by the grand jury too good to be excused. 

2671. What is the value of that house ? — The value of that house is 20 1 . 

2672. Was there any other house for which you applied for relief, and in which 
you were refused relief? — I do not recollect any but that in which I was refused. 

2673. How many houses have you altogether appealed about? — I believe six 
altogether. 

2674. What were the rents of the others? — I cannot tell, being let by the 
week ; but the valuation-book will tell what they are valued at in the books. 

2675. Will you state what they are ? — {The Witness referred to the Valuation- 
book.') Here is one house of 12/. valuation, another house of 14Z., two houses 
valued at 10/. each, and one house at 16/. 

2676. When was the valuation made against which you appealed ? — This valua- 
tion was made in 1828, but I never appealed from the valuation of tiiose houses. 

2677. What was the ground of your appeal? — The treasurer gives a book of 
each parish to the constables, and they mark ” poor” or “ waste,” as the case may 
be ; those “ poor” or “ waste” are struck out of the gross valuation, and on the re- 
maining sum the treasurer strikes the applotment. The constables returned those 
houses that I mention a year or two ago as “ rateable,” and I appealed before the 
grand jury, and was able to prove to those gentlemen that it was contrary to the 
spirit and meaning of the local Act that such houses should be charged ; the grand 
jury acquiesced in my appeal to them, and they permitted the treasurer to allow 

me 
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jne the taxes of those houses, except the one house of 20 1 . value, which I 
mentioned. 

2678. Mr. Curry 7 \ Upon what grounds did you satisfy the grand jury that they 
ought to be exempted ? — The local Act says, that no house let out to poor fami- 
lies in separate apartments shall be subject to taxation. 

2679. Chairman?^ How did you become acquainted with those houses of yours 
remaining upon the valuation ? — The valuation always stands, and if at any 
time those houses should be pccupied by a single tenant able to pay, then they 
are immediately returned as “rateable,” and if they are again occupied by poor 
people, the local Act excuses them. 

2680. How came you to be aware that the constables had returned other houses 
as “ poor,” omitting to return yours as inhabited by poor persons 2 — The treasurer 
lodges a copy of the “ [>oor and waste” with the churchwardens, and, prior to his 
striking the applotment, any citizen that thinks fit may refer to the book; and if 
he thinks a house is returned “ rateable” when it ought not to be so, he can appeal 
to the grand jury. 

2681. Do you mean to state that that is the habit generally of citizens who 
possess houses, to look at those matters ? — Such houses as they think ought to be 
excused by the local Act. 

2682. You mean to say, that it is the general habit of the citizens of Cork to 
•make themselves acquainted with the way in which the duty of the constables is 
performed ? — Such people as have houses of this kind. 

2683. Those that have an interest in preventing themselves being rated beyond 
what their neighbours are, do inspect those documents? — They do. 

2684. Sir Robert Ferguson.'] Does any person ever inspect those documents, or 
take any proceedings for making other houses liable, except the constables ? — No, 
I never heard of any. 

2685. 'iah. Beamish.] Were you a valuator in 1828 ?— I was not. 

2686. You were one of the valuators in 1833? — I was. 

2687. Chairman.] From what you have stated, it appears that the grand jury, 
in allowing your appeal w’ith reference to those houses which were let out in lodg- 
ings to poor persons, did consider the value of the house, and not the actual 
occupation of it by one particular class of individuals ? — They had no reference to 
the value of the laouse. 

2688. Why did they refuse to let off the house of 20 /. value, if it was let out in 

the same manner as the houses of 15 Z. value, and let the one of off? — I do 

not think they ought to have kept on that house, for that house is let out in sepa- 
rate apartments to whole families. There was not any one occupying two apart- 
ments in it ; but I had one shop let to a man who had a public-house : the house 
is a very decent-looking house, and, seeing a public-house in it, they refused the 
appeal. 

2689. What did you get for the shop? — £.10. a year; though I say 10/. ayear, 
that is not the exact rent ; I had it let at i6^. %d. a month, which amounts to 
10 a year. 

2690. Sir Robert Ferguson.] How long has the man occupied it? — I believe 
he is in the second year. 

2691. Mr. Beamish.] Though he pays you by the month, he is to all intents 
and purposes a weekly tenant ? — He doe.s not pay me by the month ; he owes me 
7 1. or 8 1 . 

2692. Robert Ferguson.] Does he pay you half-yearly or quarterly ? — He 
pays me very irregularly. 

2693. Mr. Serjeant JacksonP\ Was the agreement, that he should pay by the 
month ? — It was. 

2694. You consider him a monthly tenant?— Ido. 

2695. Mr. Beamish.] Was that house let by the month, with a view to secure 
your rent, or to avoid being brought in for taxation, or for the double object? — 
There was no object whatever. 

2696. Mr. Serjeant Did this man, who occupied the shop from you, 
agree as to what description of tenant he was to be ? — From month to month. 

2697. He only took for a month ? — Yes. 

2698. Sir Robert Feyguson,] What time did he take his licence for ? — I know 
•nothing about his licence. 

2699. Mr. Beamish.] When he took that house from you, were you aware that 
he meant to carry on business there? — Yes. 

0.46. Q 3 2700. Are 
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2700. Are you aware of the effect of the last Grand Jury Act? — There is a 
great difference of opinion about it ; it is only now in process of being tried. 

2701. Does not it supersede the local Act in some instances? — The Attorney- 
general, Serjeant Pennefather, Mr. Collins, and the Deputy Recorder, have all 
differed upon that Act ; so that I think it hard to expect an opinion froni me on it. 

2702. Are not you rather apprehensive that it may bring your houses into value 
for rates? — I am rather apprehensive; bull will try and avoid it if I can. 

2703. If it brought them in for taxes, perhaps you would like to look for a 
different class of tenants? — No ; I do not think it would make the least difference 
in that ; I think I must have the same class of tenants ; indeed, I dare say it 
may be more advantageous in the end ; because I should be able to pay the 
taxes for them, and other poor people, that occupy similar houses, will not. 

2704. Do you conceive that, if it brings you into taxation, you will be benefited 
by it? — I might. 

2705. Chairman.~\ Do you mean, by many persons paying, who now do not 
contribute at all ? — I believe the reason that I was rated, and w’hich weighed very 
much with the constables, was, that I was able to pay the taxes, and without any 
reference to the law at all. 

2706. How do you anticipate an advantage, if the Act turns out contrary to 
Vyhat you expect it to be ? — From the circumstance of all houses paying. 

2707. And that therefore, though you individually might have to pay, who are 
now excused, yet that, upon the whole, your taxation might be lighter? — Yes; 
the taxes that I cannot dispute at all, such as for the house I live in, would be 
reduced. 

2708. Mr. Serjeant Jachson.'] Then you conceive that you may possibly be 
benefited in two ways, if the Act receives the construction that has been now 
referred to ; you think that you, being a solvent man, and able to pay the rates in 
respect of your own premises, persons would prefer coming to you and occupying 
apartments in your houses to going and taking from poor persons who could not 
pay the rates? — Yes. 

2709. And you likewise think that it will bring a much greater number of 
houses into the valuation, and thereby distribute the whole burthen of the town 
over a greater surface, and consequently a smaller portion will fall to the lot of 
each ? — Yes. 

2710. ?)\t Robert Fei'guson^ Then are you in favour of that construction of 
the new Grand Jury Act, to make those houses liable? — No; I would prefer 
remaining under the old Act. 

2711. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.'] Is that upon the principle of a bird in the hand 
being worth two in the bush ? — Yes. 

2712. Mr. You were understood to say that you would not consider 

the circumstance of an individual not appearing upon the return of the grand jury, 
as conclusive evidence that that individual did not occupy a house worth 10/. a 
year ? — I would, because the return of the constables has no reference to the valua- 
tion of the house. The valuators value the house without any reference to how it 
will be let, and that valuation is given to the constables, and they return it accord- 
ing to the manner in which the bouse is occupied. 

2713. You were understood to say that the constables returned houses as 
“ poor ” and “ not rateable,” without reference to anything else ? — Yes. 

2714. Of course if they strike out houses of their own will out of the list 
returned to them, those houses will not appear in the treasurer’s book ? — Ihey are 
only not rated for one half year ; they are always upon the treasurer’s book ; the 
constable takes the book, and upon that book he makes a return, merely by 
writing in the margin, “ poor” or “waste;” the next half year becomes again, 
and [lerhaps that house is not poor, so that he leaves it open to pay. The valua- 
tion always remains on the treasurer’s book, and any hou.se that is not on tiie 
valuation book is certainly not of the value of 10 /. 

2715. Chairman.] With reference to all those cases in which it has been 
stated by you that the parties do not appear upon that book, those houses, whetlier 
occupied in one way or another, are not of the value of 5 h in the opinion of the 
valuators? — Yes ; the valuation and the return of the constables have notliing to do 
with one another. 

2716. And therefore the book is a criterion of the value in all cases, though it 
is not a criterion of payment? — Exactly so. 
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Mr. Daniel Meagher, called in ; and Examined. 

2717. Chairman.'] WHAT are you? — A mercliant and rectifying distiller, re- 
-siding in Patrick-street in the city of Cork. 

271 8. How long have you been an inhabitant of Cork ? — Fifty years. 

2779. In what line are you a merchant? — General merchandise ; principally 
wine. 

2720. Have you any special knowledge of the value of houses in the city of 
Cork ? — I have. 

2721. Have you property of that description yourself? — I have. 

2722. 'M.v. Beamish.] Did you attend the registry of i8'^2 under the Reform 
Bill ?— I did. 

2723. Are you aware whether there .was evidence tendered at that period for all 
the parties who cams up to register their votes ? — Very particular evidence. 

2724. Was any opposition raised by the parties attending, in order to make 
them prove substantially that they had value ? — Yes ; the Conservative party had 
agents, and lawyers, and attornies employed. 

2725. From your knowledge of the registry, do you conceive that there was 
every proper measure taken that no person should be registered who was not fully 
•entitled ? — Certainly. 

2726. Tou conceive that there was every pains taken to ascertain the real value 
before the party was registered ? — There was. 

2727. Do you allude to those measures being taken with regard to those re- 
gistering upon the Liberal interest, or what is commonly termed the Conservative ? 
— The Liberal party had not the means of either opposing or supporting as the 
Conservative party had. They had counsel, and agents, and parties paid ; they 
seemed to have better ways and means than the parties we were interested for were 
likely to have. I was myself never away from the registry court in 1832, the three 
courts, from the day they commenced to the day they ended, and I am ready to 
give answers to any questions connected with that registry. 

2728. Have you seen the list of persons that appear upon the registry, and who 
•do not appear upon the rate-books of the city ? — I have. 

2729. You have also seen a list of those which appear upon the registry and 
yet are not valued for the sum of 10/. upon the rate-books ? — I have. The value 
on the rate-books and the rents paid are no guide at all. 

2730. Are you able to prove the value of any premises that appear to be in that 
situation ? — I am. 

2731. Have you got list No. 1, of Mr. Lane ? — I have. 

2732. You see the name of John Ahern, the first name on chat list? — In the 
alphabetical book I have in my hand, I have a list of only such persons as voted at 
the last election ; Ahern did not vote at the last election, but Mr. Gold, who is 
waiting here, has an account of that person. 

2733. Will you take the first name on your list which you are able to speak to ? 
— Here is a man of the name of Timothy Buckley, of Douglas-street, registered out 
of a shop and dwelling-house : he is valued in 1832, 6 1 . ; that man pays a rent of 
13Z. 10 5. per annum for his house. 

2734. Do you conceive that he is fully qualified ? — Certainly. 

2735- Do you conceive that you are a competent person to judge of the value of 
a house ? — Fully. 

2736. Did you visit that man’s house ? — I did. 

2737. And you are satisfied that he has a full qualification ?— Yes. 

2738. (To Mr. Lane.) Do you find that man’s name in the valuation ? — Not in 
the printed book, but in the collector’s book j he is valued at 6 1 . in the valuation 
of 1828. 

2739. (^0 'Mr. Meagher.) You say he pays 13?. 105. rent?— He does. 

2740. Chairman.] What does he pay that rent for? — His dwelling-house and 
shop. 

2741. Is there anything attached to it in the shape of a yard? — Nothing more 
than that belonging to a dwelling-house the usual yard of a dwelling-house. 

2742. There is no land anywhere else belonging to it? — None but the house 
itself. 

2743. How long ago is it since he paid this rent? — He paid it last September, 
and has paid it for years. 

0.46. Q 4 2744. Is 
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2744. Is his house exactly in the same state that it has been in for many years r 
— I fancy that it is. 

2745. No improvement whatever? — No. 

2746. And the value of houses in that street has not improved since 1828? — 
No, it is the same. 

2747. You do not know whether he pays rates upon the 6 L, or upon a larger 
sum? — He can only pay upon what appears in 'Mr. Lane’s books, though his house 
may be worth a hundred. 

3748. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.l Did you see the lease upon which he held ? — No ; 
he may not have a lease at all. 

2749. Was it he that informed you of the rent he pays? — Yes, connected with, 
my own view, and my owm knowledge. 

2750. When did he tell you that ? — Within the last two months ; because since 
I received the summons from the Committee, I have gone through a couple of 
hundred houses which I thought were likely to be questioned, that I might be ready 
to answer, and I have them here, alphabetically arranged, in this book. 

2751. In consequence of your having been summoned, you went to Timothy 
Buckley, and other persons, to make inquiries? — Yes; when I found that Mr. 
Young had been going about, I thought it necessary, in order to be able to meet 
him, and to state the real fact to his face. Mr. Young went round with a man, 
and he happened to precede me in many of my visits, in company with a man of 
the name of Sullivan. 

2752. Had you any particular reason to be suspicious of this particular case? — 
In cases where the houses might be disputed, and where the parties had voted at 
the last election, I went to see them, where the rents were likely to be small or dis- 
puted ; in doing so, I happened to hit upon many cases that he did also. 

2753. Then you thought this was a house that was likely to be disputed ? — By 
no means ; but I did it when the houses were at the lowest value in Mr. Lane’s 
rate-books : I have a copy of Mr. Lane’s rate-books, in which I have every house 
and every street. 

2754. Did you not say that you went to visit those houses that you thought were 
most likely to be called in question? — When they were set down at a low figure 
in this valuation-book, I went to visit them, thinking they were likely to be dis- 
puted ; but when I saw them set down at 20 /. or 30 I did not visit them. 

2755. Have you any other evidence of this man’s rent than his own telling you ? 
— My own senses and view. 

2756. Would your own senses and view tell you the rent he paid? — It would 
tell me the value ; and I may draw my conclusion that the man was telling me the 
fact, by my own view of the house. 

2757. Mr. Lefroy?^ Did you visit every house that was put down on the regis- 
ter, and that you did not find in Mr. Lane’s valuation ? — Not every house, because 
there were many that were not registered, and many that did not vote. 

2758. Did you visit every house valued at no more than 6/., that was registered? 
— Every house that is in this book I did. 

2759. Did you visit every house valued at 6/. in Mr. Lane’s book, that was. 
registered ?— No, I did not. 

2760. Then by what criterion did you distinguish between tiie houses that you 
did visit and those you did not? — By referring to the poll-books, aad seeing those 
that voted, because those that did not vote I did not go near them; I supposed 
that this inquiry would only be as to such as had voted at the elections, or regis- 
tered their votes ; there are many upon these books that never register at all ; but 
the columns of reputed tenants are as ditferent from the tenants now occupying as 
east is from west. 

2761. You were understood to say that vou visited those houses that you 
thought were likely to be questioned as to the value? — Yes. 

2762. Then that was the reason you visited this house? — Yes. 

2763. Mr. Serjeant Jackson?^ Did you tell the man in the house the object 
you had in view in going ? — Some I did' and some I did not ; I cannot bring to- 
mind whether I did or not in this instance ; but some I did not; but I am so well 
known that they guessed my object ; I am known to almost every tnaii that regis- 
tered in the city of Cork. 

2764. Mr. Litto 7 i^ You said, that in this in, stance, you derived your knowledge- 
frorn what this man told you ? — Yes, and my own observation. 

2765. Your own observation could not tell you that he paid 13/. a year rent ? — 

No ; 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




SELECT COMMITTEE ON FICTITIOUS VOTES, IRELAND. 121 

fbilieveit ‘‘ K’-I>.MmsT,<r. 

2766. He showed yon no lease nor any instrument ?— No ; nor I never asked 22 February 1830. 
any man to show me a lease. 

2767. Did he show you his receipts for his rent ? — I cannot sav. 

2768. Did he tell you who was his landlord? — No. 

2769. Then it is only from his statement that you can at all speak, eitlier as to 

the rent he paid, or the premises out of which he paid it ?— And visilinc^ the house 
myselr. ® 

2770. But as to the rent he paid, or the premises out of which he paid it it is 

only from his own statement that you can tell ?— Certainly ’ 

_ 2771. Do you know who that man voted for?— Yes; he voted for the present 
sitting Members for the city of Cork. 

you had been a very active partisan for the sitting 
Members: — Certainly; I am almost sure every elector knew that .1 was 

2773. Then have you the slightest doubt that you told that man what you went 
tor?— I do not think I did ; I merely asked him what rent he paid for the house, 
and he told me that he paid 13 lo^. per annum. 

. y*^o tell him what was the object for which you were asking that 

information ?— I might, or I might not; when I went through 300 houses, I can- 
not recollect that.' 

2775. Do you mean to say that you went round to 200 or 300 houses in Cork, 
asking th^e people about their private concerns, the rent they paid, and the premises 
ior which they paid it, without communicating to them, directly or indirectly, the 
purposes for w^ich you so interrogated them ?— I decidedly did; I am frequently 
in the habit of going to houses for various purposes connected with various insti- 
tutions. 

2776. Have you the slightest doubt, that the persons to whose houses you went 
the last two months after you had been summoned here, knew that it was for the 
purpose of being examined here that you went?~I believe generally they did- 
i have no doubt of it at all, generally; but a great number never knew what my 
object w'as. 

^^ 77 /- Did not you mention generally that you had been summoned here? — 

No ; to very few 1 mentioned it. 

2778. Did you_ mention it to Buckley ?— I cannot say. My family were very 
uneasy at my leaving home, and I wished to keep it secret that I was summoned 
at all, and I did not mention it on that account, and I kept it secret to the last 
moment; for they were quite miserable at my leaving home, on account of the 
accident that lately happened to the vessel. 

2779. How is that consistent with what you have stated, that it was generally 
known amongst the people whose houses you visited, that you did it for the pur- 
^se of being examined here? — Previous to the receipt of my summons, Mr 
Young had been summoned, and Mr. Lane and Mr. Besnard, and it became the 
general town-talk ; and then when my summons came, it got out in that way 
generally, and it was generally known that I w'as also summoned. 

2780. Therefore you can have no reasonable doubt that this Buckley and the 
others did know the object of your visit?— It is very probable he did. 

2781. Was not it generally known that you had been summoned by the sitting 
Members: No; I got his Lordship’s summons. They knew I was summoned 
by Lord Granville Somerset; but they did not know on whose side, or whether it 
was by order of the Committee. 

2782. Did you yourself know on whose side it was ?— Decidedly I did. 

2783. Did you know the subject on wliich you were to be examined? — I did. 

27S4. Ihat it was to prove that those houses were of a value beyond the 

amount necessary for the franchise?— I thought it would be a general examination 
connected with the nature of the registry. I thought it ^vas generally to give 
such evidence as would be of service. 

2785. Of service to whom ? — To the general question of the registry. 

2786. You knew it was on the value you were to be examined? — I did not 
think 1 was to be examined particularly as to the value. I knew very well that 
I was summoned to answer such questious as might be proposed to me respecting 
nctitious voters in general, and 1 thought I could give satisfactory information to 
tiis pommittee. Then I found, as Mr. Young was going round, and in all pro- 
bability he would challenge the value of several houses, therefore those houses 

0 - 46 . R that 
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tliat appeared most questionable I went to. The others I thought could not be 
questioned ; but those that were questionable, to the amount of near 200, I went 
to, that I might be able to answer as to the rent paid, and as to the value in the 
city books, which is no criterion at all. 1 

2787. When you heard that Mr. Young was going round to those houses, did 
not you know or believe that it was with respect to the value ? — I believed he 
wanted to undervalue. 

2788. Then did you go for the purpose of giving evidence to meet that evi- 
dence of Mr. Young ? — Yes. 

2789. Then you went to add to the value.' — By no means; but to give the 

fair rents. _ , 1 l- u 

2790. You went in order to enable you to give evidence of the value which you 
considered would be counter to the evidence of Mr. Young?— No ; I went to get 
evidence of the rent paid, not of the value; because I know what the \ol. fran- 
chise is ; and I know that if the rent is 1 0 I, he would be entitled to register. 

2791. Then as you w'ent about not for the purpose of ascertaining the value, but 
for the purpose of seeing what rent was paid, would not the only rational mode of 
arriving at that fact have been to have seen either a lease or some such written 
document, or at least some receipt for the rent? — Surely it cannot be expected 
that I would have authority enough to ask any man to let me look at his lease, or 
to look at his receipt. 

2792. Would you not have as much authority to ask a man to show you his 
lease or his receipt as to ask him to tell you what rent he paid r By no means j 
it is a great difference. I might ask a man an obliging question as to his rent, 
but 1 would be going too far to ask him to show me his lease or his receipt. 

2793* Would not you have been able to give more satisfactory evidence here 
to-day, if vou had seen his receipt or seen his lease r — I think I have as good a 
knowledge of houses and of value as the man himself. 

2794. You did not, in this case, ask either to see his receipt or his lease? In 
some cases I did not; not in this case. 

2795. Mr. Beamish^ Did not the parties produce leases at the time of their 
registry ? — It was not necessary to produce a lease at the registry, nor a receipt, 
nor anything whatever; the barristers never require that; they require such evi- 
dence as to convince them that there was 10/. value. At the registry they were 
most severely contested in every case, and a host of witnesses brought up in many 
instances to disprove the value. We had to fight it inch by inch, and we did not 
get a single registry that we did not conquer upon a fair battle. 

2796. You think that the people you went to, to inquire the rent they paid, 
would tell you the truth?— I am certain they would ; they had great confidence in 
me, and I am sure they would not deceive me. 

2797. Chairman.'] Was Mr. Buckley’s registration opposed in 1 832 ? — I cannot 
recollect, but I know every claimant that was brought up was opposed. 

2798. Do you mean to say that there was no individual that claimed to be put 
upon the register in 1832, that was not opposed ? — Where the rent was only 10 ; 
if a man had 30 1. or 40 the opposition was not so great. 

2799. Do you know whether Buckley’s rent was 13 in 1832 ? — It was. 

2800. But you cannot state whether he was opposed? — I presume he was, from 
the lowness of his rent. 

2801. Do you mean to say that every individual, whose house was of the value 
of 13 /. or thereabouts, was opposed? — There were a great many. 

2802. How did you come into possession of these rate-books? — The treasurer 
had a number of them, and I bad been repeatedly before the grand jury appealing 
on behalf of those poor rate-payers ; and that I might be more ready in producing 
them, I was furnished with a set of the books by the treasurer. It saved me a vast 
deal of trouble, because bv referring to the books we tlien immediately bring the 
case before the grand jury ; 1 had the books for that purpose, and I appealed on 
behalf of many houseliolders to get off their rates. 

2803. ^Were you successful in those applications? — Repeatedly; I had the 

honour to be on the grand jury last assizes, and under the sanction of the foreman, 
in addition to the printed returns of “ poor and waste,” we allowed several hundred 
pounds at the last assizes. . 

2804. What was the principle upon which you made that reduction. The 
poverty of the parties; the question was left to our discretion, in conjunction with 
Mr. Newenham and Mr. Hallon, who were deputed to examine into the claims of those 

parties 
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parties^ and to use our discretion as to such as might be brought for allowance 
before the grand jury. 

2805. What were the piinciples upon which those allowances were made at the 

last grand jury ? — Where the parties made out a story of being unfortunate in trade, 
or having a large family, some widows and other parties, and seeing that houses of 
10 20 40 and 50 1. of rent were exempted, on the score of poor lodgers, 

•we took that scale and used our own discretion, and allowed to such parties as had 
a fair claim. 

2806. When was this grand jury held, to which you are alluding ? — Last assizes, 
in August 1 837. 

2807. Before or after the election ? — Considerably after the election. 

2808. Did you make any rule as to the amount of rent whereon you miaht 
make an allowance? — No ; I repeatedly urged on the grand jury to fix a rule, and 
I addressed them repeatedly by letter in the newspaper ; and I waited on various 
grand jurors to request them to fix a standard, not to bring me every assize before 
them, claiming for people, but I could not succeed ; the constables opposed it. 

2809. Are there many persons upon the valuation who are persons of extreme 
poverty? — Yes; they pleaded poverty, and made out a case ; others, that were 
not in poverty, got it through favouritism or from the grand juries. 

2810. Do you mean to say that the valuation, upon the whole, has been too 
severe upon the lower classes? — I think that the valuation, as compared with the 
rent, is not at all a criterion of judging. 

2811. Do you consider that the valuation, on the whole, is a fair valuation of 
the value of houses occupied by the poorer classes ? — I believe there was a certain 
sum first valued, and a proportion of that taken off in striking the value upon the 
poorer houses. There is a gentleman below who was on the valuation, Mr. Gould, 
and he will be able to give better information upon that than I can. 

2812. What is your belief as to the real value of the houses, as compared with 
the cily valuation of 1828 and 1833? — As compared with the rent, the valuation 
does not bear any proportion. 

2813. What difference do you think there is between the real value, and the 

value as inserted in the books ? — Some 7 8 9 /., 10 L, or 12/.; and in other 

cases, 4/. or 5/. difference between the valuation and the rent paid. 

2814. Do you mean to say that there was that difference between the real value 
and the valuation of 1828 and 1833 ^ — I 

28i' 5- How do you account for that discrepancy ?-— The valuators put their own 
value, looking upon the house, and in many instances they did not go into the 
house, and they fixed the value upon the view of it ; and I believe that they were 
not particular in inquiring the rents at all, and upon that occasion they fixed a 
scale without reference to the rents. 

2816. Do you consider the rent the real criterion of value ? — For the registra- 
tion, I do. 

2817. That is to say, where a party does not pay 10 1 . yearly rent, he oucrht 
not to be upon the register? — Or at least he must have expended money, or the 
rent must be a ground-rent ; but that the value of the house must be 10/. to a 
solvent tenant. 

2818. Your idea is, that whenever a party does not pay 10/. a year rent, or 
has not laid out money, or paid a ground-rent, so as to raise the actual disburse- 
ment from his pocket to 10 1. annual rent, that individual ought not to be upon the 
register r — Decidedly. 

2819. Mr. Serjeant Did you state, that the criterion acted upon at 

the registry was rent? — Yes. 

2820. Did you mean to say, that if it appeared that the real value of the man’s 
tenement w^as not 10 but that he paid 10 1 . rent, he was registered ? — Decidedly ; 
there are many houses, that if you were to look at them, you would say were 
not worth 10?.; but when we come to look at the locality and the rent, you 
find they have paid 12 /. or 13 /. I found it so in many cases, to my astonishment. 

2821. Although the evidence would be, that the premises were not worth 10 
yet immediately upon the fact appearing, he was held entitled ? — Decidedly ; 

I know a man, in a house leading from the north main street to the bridewell, 
a man of the name of Farnesey. He has been living there the last 20 or 25 
years, and has paid 10/. a year for the house, and has accumulated a profit of 
4>ooo 1 . in that very house. 

0.4^. R 2 2822. And 
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Mv.D.Meagher. 2822. And that house, in your judgment, is not really worth 10?. a year? — 
I would not give six for it ; and that man would not give it up for 20. 

52 February 1838. 2823. Is it your opinion that there are many persons upon the register in Cork 

whose premises are not worth 10 1 . a year, but for which they pay rent to that 
amount ? — I am of opinion that there are a great number. 

2824. There are very few who are better informed upon the registry of Cork 
than yourself? — I think T can answer any question as to the registry from 1832 to 
the present time, as well as any man in the city of Cork. 

2825. Probably you would be able to state what the real efficient number of the 
constituency of Cork now is? — I think I could. 

2826. It appears that there are a very large number upon the register ; it was 
stated by Mr. Colburn to be 6,093 ; now what may be the efficient constituency of 
Cork? — Indeed I should think from 4,300 to 4,500 voters, or probably 4,700, upon 
a close pinch. 

2827. From your minute investigation as to who are entitled to vote at the 
elections of Cork, would you be able to state how many men upon the register 
have died? — There are a good many. 

2828. How many do you think of those appearing upon the registry are dead ? 
— Since 1832 I suppose 200 may be dead; to the amazement of some people, it 
was said that we raised them from the dead the last time ; but they were all alive, 
though people thought they were dead. 

2829. Do you say that there were no men personated others ? — I do not think 
there were four out of the 3,883 that voted. 

2830. Do you believe there were four ? — I do not know of one ; I heard of one 
man that offered himself to personate his father, and he was rejected j but 
whether he voted or not I do not know. I heard of parties that appeared, three 
or four offering themselves ; but whether they voted I do not know ; I heard that 
thev came upon their father’s certificate, to vote upon which side I do not 
know. 

2831. How many persons do you suppose appear upon the register who have 
parted with their qualification since the time they registered ? — A good many 
have, and registered again out of other premises in other streets. 

2832. How many do you suppose there may be of that class? — They are 
changing every day ; but I know that at the election before the last the Conservative 
party ran bucks upon us, exclusive of Baron Pennefather’s bucks. The non-resi- 
dents are Baron Pennefather’s bucks, 195 of which voted at the last election. At 
the election before that a number of persons ran bucks on us ; amongst the rest, 
Mr. Besnard, a confidential clerk, bucked us, and Mr. Lanes Cooper bucked us. 

2833. Chairman.'^ Your side never bucked anybody? — We had no occasion, 
for we had numbers in plenty ; we were cheated out of our election, for we had 
230 men ready to poll ; but, by manceuvring, they cheated us out of the election. 

2834. You mean to state to the Committee, that in no instance the side which 
you espoused adopted the proceeding to which you apply tlie term “ bucking” ? — 
They had no occasion. 

2835. But you state as a fact that the party to which you belong did not act in 
that manner? — Certainly not, to my knowledge. 

2836. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Will you, for the information of the Committee, 
state what you mean by “ bucks ” ? — I mean a man voting out of a house that he 
has left, and did not reside in at the time he voted ; that he was not qualified to 
vote, but that he voted as if he resided in that house. 

2837. What are meant by “ Baron Pennefather’s bucks”? — They are non- 
resident freemen; I happened to be in court when the argument was before Baron 
Pennefather, and after his decision, the non-resident men, living seven statute 
miles from the place of polling, came in in shoals to be registered. 

2838. Thai was an appeal to the judge of assize from the decision of the assist- 
ant barrister, and that appeal came on before Mr. Baron Pennefather, who was the 
judge of assize upon the Munster circuit, and his lordship heard the question fully 
argued before him? — Not fully, because he left his decision with the other judge. 
I think we had arguments that would have convinced him, but he went out of 
town the next morning, when we expected he would have come into court, and he 
left his decision, which was made known by Judge Moore. 

2839. And that was announced in court by the other judge upon the next day? 
— It was. 

2840. And then you and the other gentlemen of the city of Cork of your way 
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of thinking, pronounce this class of non-resident freemen, whose right had been 
thus adjudicated upon by Baron Pennefatlier, as “ Baron Pennefather’s bucks”? — 
Yes, and I believe in higher quarters, in the House itself, it was pronounced so ; 
I happened to be here on a former occasion, and I heard them designated as 
“ Baron Pennefather’s bucks,” ° 

2841. Mr. Xe/roy.] Do you say that Baron Pennefather did not hear the 
argument concluded? — He did not, 

2842. Chairman.] Will you state who argued the case on both sides ?— Coun- 
seller Pigott was arguing, and had many authorities to cite when he came into 
court the next day. 

2843. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Wliat counsel were employed before Baron 
Pennefather, upon the argument?— Mr. George Bennett and Mr. Pigott; there 
might be others that I do not recollect. 

2844. Did Baron Pennefather hear Mr. Bennett argue the case ? — He did. 

2845. Did he also hear Mr. Pigott argue the case? — He did. 

2846. Did he stop Mr. Pigott? — By no means; but the hour for breaking up 
the court came. 

2847. Did he rise, leaving Mr. Pigott’s argument unfinished ? — Not that day. 

2848. Did Mr. Pigott announce to the Baron that he had not finished his argu- 
ment ? — No. ° 

2849. any person in court announce to Baron Pennefather that there were 
more authorities to be cited ? — I did not hear it. 

2850. Did any person give Baron Pennefather to understand that either party 
desired to have the case further argued the next day? — I do not know whethe'r 
they gave him any intimation ; but I understood that he was to come into court 
and resume the argument the next day ; that was my understanding. 

2851. Who told you that? — My own opinion. 

2852. Nobody told you so? — Nobody told me so. 

2853. Did anybody, in your hearing, announce to the Baron, that the argument 
was incomplete, and that it was desired that it should be farther argued the next 

• No ; but I know that Mr. Pigott furnished the Baron with many authori- 
ties, and he handed them to him to read ; and I thought he would read them, and 
come into court the next day, to resume the argument ; it was my own opinion. 

2854. Did Mr. Pigott, to your knowledge, ever complain that he had not been 
heard, _^or that he had anything further to urge, which had not been heard by the 
Baron ? — No ; I had no conversation with Mr. Pigott. 

2855. Did any person ever tell you that he had heard Mr. Pigott suggest that 
he had not had an opportunity of submitting to the Baron the whole of what he 
intended ? — No. 

2856. Then nothing occurred in court, in your presence, which could possibly 
lead the Baron to suppose that it was desired, by either parly, that the question 
should be further argued ?— My own opinion is, that his Lordship must have seen 
that Mr. Pigott had other matter to urge, inasmuch as, at the time the Baron dis- 
solved the court, Mr. Pigott was looking over his books and authorities, and the 
Baron then adjourned the court ; and I thought Mr. Pigott would have come into 
court the next day, and resumed the argument, and I was waiting for it ; and it 
was about the middle of the day that I heard that Mr. Besnard had the decision of 
the Judge, admitting the non-resident freemen. 

2857. Do you mean to say that Mr. Pigott was in the attitude of counsel, 
continuing his argument, looking at his books and his brief, when Baron Penne- 
father adjourned the court ? — I think he was. 

2858. Do you mean to say that he had not resumed his seat before the court 
was adjourned ? — He resumed his seat ; but I thought he would have resumed 
his argument again. 

_ 2859. 1^0 you mean to say that Baron Pennefather could have had any other 
impression upon his mind than that Mr. Pigott resumed his seat, as a counsel 
would do who had finished his case ? — Tiie opinion upon my mind was, that the 
Baron must have seen that Mr. Pigott had further arguments to use. 

2860. Do you mean that Baron Pennefather must have seen that Mr. Pigott 
had not finished his argument? — That was my impression, 

2861. And you ground that upon the circumstance, that Mr. Pigott was looking 
Jit his books?— Yes. 

2862. Was he sitting down when he was looking at his books ? — He was. 

R 3 2863. Mr. 
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2863. Mr. Lucas.l Was Mr. Pigott interrupted in his argument by the court 
when the court was adjourned ? — No. 

2864. Did Mr. Pigott desist from speaking, and sit down of his own accord ? — 
He did. 

2865. Mr. Lefroy.l Did Mr. Pigott intimate to the court, or to anybody about 
him, that he had more to say when Baron Pennefather rose to adjourn the court ? 
— I was a mere spectator. 

2866. Did you hear Mr. Pigott say to the judge, or to anybody else, that he 
had anything more to observe? — I did not. The general impression in court was, 
that the argument would be resumed in the morning. 

2867. Mr. Beamish.^ Was there any intention of having other counsel ? — Yes, 
it was intended to bring in other counsel to support Mr. Pigott’s view. 

2868. Mr. Serjeant Was Baron Pennefather at all apprized that there 
were other counsel to be heard ?— I cannot say that he might have been apprized by 
Mr. Pigott. 

2869. Were not you in court the whole time? — I was. 

2870. Did anything occur in your presence to lead the Baron to suppose that 
there were other counsel to be heard in the case ? — I think he might have drawn 
that inference from the argument of Mr. Pigott. 

2871. Did Mr. Pigott intimate that there was another counsel to follow him ? — 
He intimated that he had certain authorities, and that he would look at more ; and 
I went early next morning to hear Mr. Pigott resume his argument. 

2872. Then your evidence now is that, in the course of his argument, Mr. Pigott 
intimated that he would have more authorities to cite ? — That is the impression 
upon my mind, but it is a good while ago. 

2873. But your recollection is that Mr. Pigott gave Baron Pennefather to_ under- 
stand that he had more authorities to cite at a future time? — ^That was my impres- 
sion, that he had more authorities to cite. 

2874. Did he say that he was not then prepared with his argument, and that he 
wanted to look into further authorities No. When Baron Pennefather was perus- 
ing certain papers, I saw Mr. Pigott looking over his books, and concluded that he 
was looking for materials to further address the judge, when the time for adjourning 
the court arrived ; and the next morning I expected that the Baron would have 
come into court and resumed the argument. 

2875. What do you mean by the time for adjourning the court? — In the 
evening. 

2876. Is there any particular time for adjourning the court? — At four or five 
o’clock. 

2877. But there is no particular time? — No ; it is at the whim of the judge. 

2878. Was not Baron Pennefather a remarkably diligent judge in the perform- 
ance of his duty? — He was. 

2879. Is it possible for any man to be more attentive to the discharge of his 
duty than Baron Pennefather was? — Certainly not. 

2880. Was not he a judge always early in court? — He was. 

2881. And sitting as long as public business required him to sit? — Yes. 

2881*. Did you ever know Baron Pennefather cut short any case that was before 

him, or withhold fair play from any party? — Never. 

2882. Is not his reputation directly the reverse of that ? — His reputation was 
always of the very first order. 

2883. As an upright, learned, able, and impartial judge? — Decidedly. 

2884. A man who never displayed politics at all upon the bench? — I never saw 
him do so ; I knew him before he was upon the bench. 

2885. Then that being so, would it not be the last thing that Baron Pennefather 
would do, abruptly to adjourn the court, and decide the case without hearing the 
parties fully ?— Decidedly 5 I never had occasion to find fault with him, except 
upon that occasion. 

2886. And do not you now find fault rather from the impression of your own 
ardent mind than from any fact that occurred in the case ? — I believe it is so. 

2887. Mr. Beamish^ Was not it considered rather extraordinary of Baron 
Pennefather giving the decision which he came to upon that occasion to counsellor 
Bennett, and his handing it to the judge of the court? — It was, and that Mr. Bes- 
nard should be the bearer of it, and not Mr. Colburn, who was the proper officer. 

2888. Mr. Bennett was the counsel for the non-resident freemen? — He was; 
instead of Mr. Colburn being the organ of the communication, Mr. Besnard was, 

which 
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which was a thing out of course, and so connecting all these circumstances, I form 
my impression. 

^ 2889. Did the public in general consider it very extraordinary? — It was con- 
sidered the most extraordinary thing that ever occurred in Cork. 

2890. Mr. Serjeant Jachson^ Do you consider that anybody was injured by 
this decision reaching Judge Moore through the hands of Mr, Besnard, instead of 
the hands of Mr. Colburn? — Mr. Besnard had great interest for a number of 
persons, and I thought it an odd thing that he should get that communication, 
which ought to have come through Mr. Colburn, 

2891. Do you think that Mr, Besnard’s interest on behalf of a number of 
persons, would make it at all likely that he should tamper with the decision, or 
alter anything in it? — By no means^ but that he could communicate that to his 
friends before I knew it. 

2892. _ What injury could that do to anybody? — It might keep a number of 
persons in town, knowing the decision, that would otherwise have gone home, and 
it increased the non-residents upon the register in that way. 

2893. Do you think any person was in fact kept in town by reason of that cir- 
cumstance ? — t am certain that persons, after that decision, were kept in town till 
they could register. 

2894. Do you know any person that was delayed from departing from town in 
consequence of that communication reaching Judge Moore through Mr. Besnard, 
instead of Mr. Colburn ? — I do not think it affected any person in that way. 

2895. Did you ever hear of any person who was alleged to have suffered incon- 
venience in consequence of that ? — No ; I only say that it was so curious that Mr. 
Colburn should not be made the organ of communication. 

2896. What practical injury was done to any human being by that ? — None, 
more than that people thought it was not right to give it to an officer that was not 
the proper officer. 

2897. Was it that your pride was hurt? — Our pride was hurt, I must own. 
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Lord GRANVILLE SOMERSET, in the Chair. 



Mr. Daniel Meagher, called in and further Examined. 

2898. "Mx. Beamish^ HAVE you seen names of persons given in evidence 
by Mr, Young, whose value he stated was under 10?., and yet they were regis- 
tered ? — I have. 

2899. Have you seen the house of James Miller, spoken to by Mr. Young in 
answer to question 1406 ?— I have. 

2900. What do you conceive the value of that house to be ? — £. 10. a year; 
he pays a ground-rent of 4 ?. 4 s. per annum ; he gave 20 1 . for the purchase ; he 
built it, and it is valued for 10?. a year. 

2901. Did anybody accompany you upon your valuation? — Mr. Richard Gould. 

2902. Mr. Seijeant JacfooM.] '^^en did he build it ? — I do not know exactly 
me date that he built it; but the ground-rent being 4/. 4.?., I know that he must 
have built it, to make the house worth the money that it was when I saw it. 

2903. How many years ago do you suppose it was? — I cannot say. 

2904. It might be 20 ? — It might. 

2905. Forty years ago ? — It might. 

2906. What aged man is he ? — I took down, as I went, the value of the 
vantms houses as I went through them ; but I went through so many, that I can- 
not bring to my recollection the age of the man, and I am not so intimately 
acquainted as to judge his age. 

2907. What kind of a house is it ? — Fully worth 10?. a year. 

R 4 2908. Mr. 
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Mr. D. Meagh&r. 2go8. Mr. Lucas.~\ Is it stone or brick? — It is stone, and slated roof. 

2909. Mr. Seijeant Jackson.] How many stories ? — I cannot say at this dis- 

526 February 1838. tance of time. 

2910. What number of apartments are there in it? — I cannot state that; it 
would be impossible, in 200 houses, to keep it in my recollection. 

2911. What state of repair is it in? — I presume it is good ; it was of suf- 
ficient value to enable me to state the value as 10^. a year. 

2912. Did you see the house ? — I did. 

2913. Cannot you state whether it was or was not in good repair ? — I think 
it was. 

2914. And a good roof upon it ? — Yes. 

2915. And all in good repair? — Yes. 

2916. The windows all good, and the stairs good? — As I before said, I could 
not by possibility keep 100 or 120 houses in my mind, so as to answer these nice 
questions. 

2917. Have you any definite idea at this moment of that particular case ? — 
I have ; my positive statement to the Committee is, that it is value for 1 0 /. a year. 

2918. Can you at all recall to mind what state the house was in when you saw 
it ? — No, I cannot ; I will refer to my book to see what it says : on referring to 
my book, I find “James Miller, carpenter; gi’ound-rent four guineas; pur- 
chased it for 20 Z. ; built it; value for 10?. ;” that is all I have in my book. 

2919. Have you no memory at all with regard to this particular house ? — 
I think I have a memory of every house here. 

2920. Will you state what state the house was in when you saw it ? — I cannot 
give a particular answer ; I can only give a general answer, but not particular ; 
but I satisfied my own mind, and so did Mr. Gould ; the only way I can satisfy 
the Committee is, to give it upon my own knowledge of the value, and the 
situation of the place. 

2921. Who is the landlord? — I do not know whether I inquired as to the 
landlord at all. 

2922. What ground have you for the statement, that he paid 20 1 . for it? — 
His own statement. 

2923. Do you know the man? — I do. 

2924. He is a truth-telling man, is he ? — I think so ; I think he could have no 
object in telling me a falsehood. 

2925. Did he know for what purpose you went there ? — I cannot say. 

2926. Do you know to w^hom the 20?. was paid? — No; I presume to the 
owner of the ground. 

2927. Did you ask him when he paid it? — No; for the purpose I went for, 
I did not care if they ever paid rent ; my object was to ascertain the value. 

2928. It was no object of yours to know whether he did or did not pay that 
fine ? — I know that at a ground-rent of four guineas, the house could never 
have been placed upon that ground without laying out a sum for the purchase- 
money, the interest of which should be worth 10 ?. a year. 

2929. Did you see any receipt for the 20 ?. ? — No, I did not. 

2930. Did you ask him to show you any receipt ? — No. 

2931. You did not ask him to show you any evidence of his having paid the 
20 ?.?~No. 

2932. Do you recollect his building the house ? — No. 

2933. Have you any authority, but his own word, for his having built the 
house? — None, coupled with my own view. 

2934. Did you see his lease ? — No. 

2935. Did you tell him that you were summoned here to give evidence as to 
the value of houses ? — I do not know that I did. 

2936. Did he know the purpose for which you went there ? — I do not know 
whether he knew it. 

2937. Do you believe that he was aware of what your purpose was ? — I believe 
that he was aware that it was something connected with the registry ; but as to 
the ch’cumstance of my coming over here, I do not think he knew it. 

2938. Washe aware that the question was, whether his house was of sufficient 
value to give a vote in Cork ? — I do not think he was, because there were parties 
going round to ascertain the value of houses for the purpose of taxation, and 
they were very coy of giving the real rents, 

2939. But he would not expect that of you ? — No. 

2940. You 
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2940. You were rather considered to take the opposite course ? — I was rather 
anxious to get parties off that were in the supplementary valuation, who I 
thought ought to be excused. 

2941 . You were never known to go about for the purpose of subjecting parties 
to taxation ? — ^Yes ; I did in some cases. 

2942. Did this man ask what reason you came there for? — Not that I can 
charge my memory with. 

2943. Does he know you ? — I think he does. 

2944. He knows that you are a very zealous man in support of the Liberal 
interest in Cork ? — ^That is generally known in Cork. 

2945. Have you any doubt that he knew what purpose you came for? — 
I think he knew. 

2946. Then he having registered, would of course have an interest in making 
it appear that he had sufficient value to register as a 10 ?. householder ? — When 
I consider that he underwent a cross-examination before the registering barrister, 
and coupling that with my new, I think I may fairly state that it is of 10 1 . 
value. 

2947. Who gave him that cross-examination? — The Conservative party. 

2948. When did he register?— On the 30th of March 1836, before Mr. 
Martley ; no man was more particular than he was. 

2949. Chairman^] Do you remember this individual being opposed at the 
registr}^ ? — They were all opposed. 

2950. Do you remember this individual being opposed at the registry ? — No, 
I cannot bring it to mind ; but being in 1836 before Mr. Martley, I know that 
he was, because there were always a host of attornies and counsel and wit- 
nesses, opposing at every registry that Mr. Martley presided at. 

2951. Mx.Beaviish^ Where did he register ; w’here were the sessions held ? — 
At Fermoy. 

2952. Mr. Seijeant Jackson.'] You seem to think that the Liberal interest 
had no proper representatives at the registry ? — When I consider myself, a man 
in business, being the supporter of the Liberal interest, and that they had counsel 
and attornies upon the other side, I think I was no match for them ; our ways 
and means did not afford us counsel. 

2953* Were you the only person there to oppose persons on the other side? — 
We had an attorney and a counsel in some instances. 

2954. Chairman!] Whre there any bad Consen'ative voters put on ? — There 
were some. 

29.55- Why so ? — Wh did not oppose the extension of the franchise ; we rather 
wished it, and we never wanted to oppose them except in a very glaring case ; 
our object was to extend the franchise. 

295b. Without reference to the intention of the Act of Parliament ? — With- 
out reference to the intention of the Act of Parliament. We conceived that 
they would not put forw^ard any person but those that they could support ; and, 
in fact, we thought it enough to support our ovti votes, and we looked much 
more to that than to opposing them. 

2957. Your impression was, that the Conservative side did not advance claims 
without good cause? — Generally, they had very good value. 

2958. But although that was your impression as to the general character 
of the proceedings upon that side, there still were many bad votes put upon the 
registry upon that side ? — Yes. 

2959. Mr. Beamish.] Did you mean to say that you did not refer to the 
intention of the Act of Parliament, when people were brought up to register ? — 
WTiat I meant to say was, that we did not use the power which the Act of Par- 
liament gave us of opposing voters. 

2960. Mr. Seijeant Jackson.] Do you mean to say, that the Liberal interest 
are so wholly unpro-^dded with the means of caii'jdng on a warfare of that kind 
at the registry, that they really could not have counsel and attornies ? — In the 
registry of 1832 we were very poor ; but since that we have organized, and 
have a fund for that. 

2961. You got a subscription in Cork ? — We did. 

2962. Did you get aid from Dublin ? — No. 

2963. Nor from any other place than Cork ? — Nor from any other place than 
our own purse. 

2964. Is Mr. Lyons the treasurer r — He is. 

s 2965. There 
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Mr. X). Meagher. 2965. There is a good fund, is not there ? — I think we worked for about one- 
fourth of what it cost the Conservatives. 

-6 February 1838. 2966. Is not there a good fund in hand ? — No, there is not ; I do not suppose 

there is 200 1 . 

2967. Was it exhausted at the election? — No ; we did not di-aw upon that 
fund at the election. 

2968. Is the fund that Mr. Lyons has altogether derived from Cork?^ — ^Alto- 
gether from Cork ; the registration fund. 

2969. Mr. Beamish 7 \ Does Mr. Lyons keep a record of the names of all the 
subscribers to that fund ? — He does. 

2970. Do the names appear upon the Chamber of Commerce’ table ? — They 
are published in an annual report, with an annual statement of the expenditure. 

2971. Are you aware whether that man, James Miller, voted at the last 
election ? — He voted in 1837- 

2972. (To Mr. Lane.) Is James Miller in your valuation ? — He is in my valua- 
tion as over 10^. 

2973. When was he valued.^ — In 1828; I cannot find the name, but I have 
him down in my list as being above 10?. 

2974. Mr. Beamish.'] Did you visit the house of Cornelius Noonam, of Dublin- 
hill, mentioned in the answer to question No. 1426? — On the 10th of October 
he registered ; his house is reported as being in ruins ; and, on referring to my 
book, 1 thought him a 40 freeholder, and did not visit him. 

2975. Did you visit Michael Murphy, who is spoken of by Mr. Young, in the 
answer to question 1443 ? — No, I did not, for the like reason ; that man did not 
vote, as appears by my books, since 1832, and therefore I did not visit him ; my 
object was directed to those that voted at the last election. 

2976. Did you risit Jeremiah Murphy, of Blarney-lane, who is spoken of by 
Mr. Young, in answer to question 1459 ? — I did. 

2977. Do you conceive that he has premises worth 10?. a year ? — Yes ; house, 
concern, and ground ; he built the house at a cost of 80?., and I think he has 
good value for 10?. a year. 

2978. Did you visit the house ? — I did. 

2979. Do you know what rent he was under ? — No, I did not ask, because the 
expenditure of 80?., and the appearance of the house, satisfied my mind that it 
was worth 10?. a year. 

2980. Did Mr. Gould accompany you? — He did; and he was of the same 
opinion with me. 

2981. Mr. Serjeant Jachsonl] What kind of house is that?~I cannot bring 
to mind, seeing so many houses, but the expenditure of 80?. satisfied me. 

2982. What number of stories high is it ? — I cannot tell. 

2983. Is it more than one ? — I do not recollect. 

2984. Is there more than the ground-floor ? — Yes. 

2985. You are sure there is an up-stairs in it ? — I imagine there is. 

2986. Are you sure that there is more than the ground floor? — I cannot say 
what there is, but I have quite sufficient to state tliat it is worth 1 0 ?. a year ; 
I win support no value that I have not satisfied my mind about. I wish to ex- 
plain that, from the time I received his Lordship’s summons till I came over 
here, it gave me quite occupation enough to visit these houses, and satisfy my 
own mind, without keeping in my recollection whether it was one story or tw'o 
stories, or the particular state of the house ; but I satisfied my mind upon it. 

2987. Did you go into the house? — I did; I went into all the houses 
I risited. 

2988. Can you charge your memory whether you went up-stairs ? — Wliere 
there was an up-stairs I did. 

2989. Do you know the man ? — I cannot say that I do ; I probably do know 
him, because I knew most of them ; but as to a particular knowledge of him, 
I do not bring him to mind. 

2990. Was the 80?. expended in building the house ? — Yes. 

2991. What means of knowledge have you that he laid out 80?. in building 
the house ? — I have no other means than the assertion of the man, and seeing 
the house itself. 

2992. Was he at home when you went there ? — ;I believe he was. 

2993. Are you sure? — No, I am not sure ; because, in many instances, the 
families who were there, showed us the house ; we went all over the house, and 

saw 
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saw the situation, and ascertained the value, and satisfied our own minds, and 
came away when we had convinced ourselves that the house was 10?. value. 

2994. Was it he that told you he paid 80?. i — He, or some of his family. 

299.5. Did you see any document or receipt ? — No, I did not. 

2996. You are not sure whether you had his word for it, that he laid out 
80 ?. ? — I must have had his word. 

2997. You are sure you saw him ? — I saw him, or some of his family. 

2998. Are you sure which it was ; whether it was he, or some of his family ? 
—No. 

2999. You have no idea whether it was a man or woman that told you ? — 
I have not. 

3000. Or an adult, or a child ? — No ; I have satisfied my mind as to the 
value, so as to speak to the Committee. 

3001. Had you ever his word for it? — I do not recollect indeed; but I must 
have had either his or some member of his family, and have satisfied myself, 
fi’om the value of the premises, for I never, in any instance, wrote “ value,” or 
“ good value,” except when I had satisfied my mind of the value. 

3002. Do you know his wife ? — I cannot recollect. 

3003. Are you acquainted with any of his family? — No. 

3004. How can you be sure that you had it from some member of his family ? 
— By the words I put down in my book. 

300.5. Have you any memorandum of this ? — I have. 

3006. Will you look to that memorandum, and see whether it informs you 
from whom you had information about the laying out of 80 ?. ? — I will. [The 
Witness refei'red to his booh^ “ House, concerns, and ground ; good value for 
10?. ; built it, and laid out 80 ?. that is the memorandum I have in my book. 

3007. But you have no memorandum whether you saw the man ? — No. 

3008. Nor from whom you had that information ? — No. 

3009. What is the profession of this man ? — A shoemaker. 

3010. ’ Had you any acquaintance with him before you went to see his house ? 
—No. 

3011. Would you know him now if you saw him ? — I am almost sure I would 
know him, because there is scarcely a man in that neighbourhood that I do not 
know ; but, as to a particular recollection of this man, I have not any. 

3012. You do not know his character ? — No ; I never looked into the character 
of the men ; I know that all the men that live in that neighbourhood are indus- 
trious men, and men that are very comfortably off. 

301 3. Why'should all the men in that neighbourhood be industrious men ? — 
Because it is remarkable for being the dwelling-places of the men that work in 
the merchants’ cellars of Blarney-lane, and the people that work in the mer- 
chants’ cellars are better off, from the profusions that they get from the 
merchants, than the people in most other neighbourhoods. 

3014. You consider that all the people there are respectable and industrious 
and truth-telling people ? — No. 

3015. What is there in this particular locality that stamps his testimony with 
value? — Knowing the opposition that was given to the registry of that voter, 
I am convinced that he must have satisfied the barrister ; and then I take that 
in conjunction with my own view, and I think that quite sufficient evidence of 
the value. 

3016. Tlien you found your evidence to this Committee, in some measure, 
upon the circumstance of this man having been opposed at the registry, and 
satisfied the bairister? — Not in the first place, but I mention that to show 
to the Committee that he must have had at the time he registered, in 1836, 

1 0 ?. value. 

3017. You were understood to say that the circumstance of his having been 
opposed at the registry, was one of the ingredients that satisfied your mind ? — 
Mr. Martly having had more time to inquire into it, and having scrutinized his 
qualification, I feel convinced that he must have had value, or he would not have 
allowed him to register ; but without reference to that at all, my view of it 
established the fact that I can state to the Committee, that there is v'alue for 
10 ?. a year. 

3018. How is it possible for you, having no definite idea of tlie dimensions of 
the house, or whether there is even an up-stairs, and not knowing whether you 
ever saw- the man in your life ; how is it that you are able to say now that that 

0.46'. s 2 house 
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Mr. D. Meagher, house is worth 10 1. a year ? — I visited those houses and places that I thought 

might be questioned, and that among the rest; and when I did, I took down 

a6 February 1838. the man’s name, and his residence and business, in this book, and having 
satisfied myself as to what I thought either good value, doubtful value, or bad 
value, and as I find that I have written opposite this man’s name “ value,” I do 
conclude from that, that I must have made a particular examination to satisfy 
my mind. 

3019. Having gone to visit this house because you thought it probable that 
its value would be questioned, did not you think it would be judicious in you 
to put down into your memorandum book, some of the data upon which you 
founded the judgment you came to ? — I depended a great deal upon my character 
in coming here, and upon its being considered that I would not state it if I had 
not satisfied my own mind. If I had been going to give evidence in a court of 
law, I might have taken it down, and if I had taken it down with a view to 
give all those particulars, I could not have done it within the time. 

3020. Do not you know, as a man of the world, and a man of experience, 
that you require something more than a man being of good character to give 
value to his testimony, upon a subject matter of this kind ; a matter of judgment 
as to the value of premises ? — I think I ought to have some judgment, for I have 
premises in many of the parishes of the city of Cork. 

3021. Do not you know that there are many gentlemen on this Committee 
that never had the pleasure of seeing you before ? — Very true. 

3022. And who must sift your evidence to see that you have grounds upon 
which to build your opinion ? — My foundation is my knowledge of the rent and 
of the premises. 

3023. Knowing that you were to be questioned upon this, and that the value 
of these premises was to be impeached here, and knowing that you were a 
stranger to a great proportion of the gentlemen upon this Committee, did not 
it occur to you that it would be necessary to have some data upon which to 
satisfy the Committee that you had come to a right conclusion as to the value ? 
— Perhaps Mr. Lane would have the kindness to see what it is valued in the 
book. 

3024. Have you any property in Blamey-lane ? — I have, in the upper part of 
it ; the ground upon which the gaol is built, is my property ; there are small 
houses in the neighbourhood. 

3025. Are you possessed of any houses in that neighbourhood? — No; the 
gaol occupies five acres of ground. 

3026. When that was let to the gaol commissioners, was it a piece of open 
ground ? — It was ; there were houses also there, and they were swept away. 

3027. You do not possess any tenements to be let out to poor people there? 
— No, I do not ; but a man in my employment lives in the neighbourhood, and 
has a house ; and I know a good deal of the people there, and their habitations. 

3028. Mr. Lefroy.'] How many houses altogether did you visit, 'with a -^dew 
to inspect their value ? — I find that 470 is the last number in my book ; but 
I must observe that in that 4/0 there are many who registered in the opposite 
interest, whose names I put do-wn, and I did not -visit the houses for the reason 
that I before stated, that I did not question their value ; my object was, the 
extension of the franchise. 

3029. Can you state how many houses you valued ? — I think about 300 . 

3030. You visited the houses that you thought were likely to be questioned? 
—Yes. 

3031. And those only which belonged to those who voted in the Liberal 
interest ? — Exactly. 

3032. Of the 300 that you visited, how many did you find were of inadequate 
value to entitle them to the franchise ? — ^V ery few. 

3033. How many? — I should suppose in the whole certainly not 20 , and that, 
be it obsen’^ed, might be from deterioration since the registry of 1832 , as many 
of them, I find, have not voted since the first registry in 1832 . 

3034. Then probably you think that the whole 300 that you \dsited as being 
likely to be questioned, are of sufficient value ? — With the exception of about 
20 or 25 ; I 'W'as well pleased to find, upon my inspection, that the inquiries 
before the barrister were so well sustained by the value of the houses wlien 
I looked at them. 

3035. Did you go out -without any predisposition upon your mind- to find 

that 
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that to be the case t — I certainly went with a disposition to ascertain the value 
so as to give evidence here, and it mattered not whether the voters were in the 
Liberal interest or not ; if they had not the value, I would state it. 

3036. You had no more satisfaction in finding that they were of the value 
than you would in finding that they were not of the value ? — I had more satis- 
faction certainly in finding that they had value. 

3037. Then you had a predisposition in your mind that it should turn out 
that they were of the value ? — I had. 

3038. That was the state of your mind when you went out? — It was. 

3039. Under those circumstances, do you think it is a satisfactory ground 
for this Committee to act upon the judgment of a man whose mind was pre- 
disposed one way, without his stating to them the facts upon which he formed 
his judgment ? — I am ready to state any facts connected with the question. 

3040. If you were a juryman, would you think it a ground upon which to 
act r — Certainly not as a juryman ; and in this case, upon the valuation, I went 
as a juryman ; I went as if I were upon the valuation jury, which I have been 
frequently on in the city of Cork, with large properties, in opening the wide 
streets and in valuing houses to a great extent. 

3041. If you were a juryman, and a witness came before you who acknow- 
ledged that he went out with a predisposition upon his mind to take one \iew 
of the subject, and if he only gave you his judgment of the value without the 
facts and circumstances upon which he founded it, would you think that a safe 
pound upon which to form your judgment as a juryman? — Certainly not as a 
juryman. If I thought that the predisposition tended to weaken the evidence 
of the man, I would not pay attention to it ; but a man may be a plaintiff’s or 
a defendant’s witness, and have a predisposition in that way, and sl^ tell fairly 
the truth. 

3042. Do not you think it would be a much safer ground for a jury, or any 
other tribunal that had to form a judgment upon the value, to act upon, if they 
had the facts and circumstances upon which the evidence was founded, than to 
act upon the testimony of a witness who gives only the result of his opinion 
without facts and circumstances ? — I think that is a correct view of it. 

3043. Mr. Seijeant Jackson.'] Do you not consider that you yourself are 
a person of rather a sanguine temperament ? — I am. 

3044. That when you espouse a cause you espouse it with all your heart ? — 
I do indeed. 

3045. You are particularly zealous and anxious about the Liberal interest in 
the city of Cork ? — Most anxious. 

3046. You would do ever}’thing in your power to promote the Liberal interest 
in Cork? — I would. 

3047. Do not you think that this tends rather to increase your predisposition ; 
that, in consequence of this, you went out with rather an increased degree of 
predisposition to be satisfied about the value ?~I did ; but certainly it would 
have no influence upon the fact to be arrived at in my mind ; I would arrive 
fairly and justly at the truth ; I admit my feeling was that things should turn 
out as represented, but if they had turned out otherwise, I would most unques- 
tionably have put it down. 

3048. Are not you aware, from your knowledge of human nature, that, t alkin g 
the most truth-lo'ving man in the world, he is very prone to believe what he is 
anxious to believe upon lesser gi*ound than would satisfy him in another case ? 
— That is human nature. 

3049. Mr. Curr^.] At the time you examined those houses, did you look at 
them to enable you to form an opinion as to the actual value at the time of 
your examination ? — Most particularly so. 

3050. Did the result of your examination satisfy you that they were of the 
value you have stated ? — Completel)^ 

3051. Though you have not the particulars in your book, you are now ena- 
bled to say as the result of your judgment at the time, that they were of the 
value that you have represented ? — I am enabled to state so to the Committee. 

3052. Mr. Bea 7 msh.] You were not satisfied with your own judgment, but 
you were accompanied by Mr. Gould ? — I was, and we both concuiTed in that 
opinion ; we kept a book each, and after the day’s work we compared our 
books. 

0.46. s 3 3053. Mr. 
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3053. Mr. Seijeant Jackson?^ Is Mr. Gould a person, like you, taking a warm 
interest in the Liberal cause ? — He is. 

3054. Is he one of the committee ? — He is. 

3055. Are you on the committee for the puqjoses of the registration and of 
the elections ? — For the purposes of the registration ; it has nothing to do with 
the elections ; it is to extend the household franchise under the Reform Bill. 

3056. Mr. Beamish^ Did you examine the house of John Oakshott, in 
Phillips’s lane, who is spoken to by Mr. Young, in answer to question 1488?— 
He voted for the Conservative interest, and as we did not impugn the value, we 
did not visit his house. 

3057. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ Do you mean that he was a person that always 
voted for the Conservative interest ? — ^Yes, he is what is termed a Conservative. 

3058. Mr. Beamish.^ Did you visit Michael Pickley, in Rawbuck’s-lane, 
spoken to by Mr. Young in answer 1495 ? — Yes ; the house was held by his 
father, with a yard and stable attached; his father paid a rent of 10?. for it, 
and the entii’e is good value for 10 1 . 

3059. (To Mr. Lane.) Does that man appear upon the valuation book ? — He 
does. 

3060. Wliat is he valued at ? — At 3 1 . in 1828. 

(Mr. Meagher.) No house can be rated at less than 5 ?. ; no man that is not 
valued at 5 1 . can appear as a householder. — (Mr. Lane.) He may be rated for 
a stable or a yard ; the name entered is James Pickley, rated as a stable and 
yard, 3 1 . 

3061-4. Tliere is no mention of a house made there? — No. — (Mr. Meagher.) 
This man has house, stable, and all connected; the rent was formerly 16?. 
when his father occupied it ; it is situated near the weigh-house, and affords 
stabling to the horses of parties coming there. 

3065. (To Mr. Colburn.) How does he appear registered? — “ Michael 
Pickley, Rawbuck’s-iane, city of Cork ; house at Raw'buck’s-lane ; registered 
the 18tii of October 1832.” 

3066. Chairman, to M.V. Meagher^ Is it slated or thatched ? — ^The house was 
thatched, but the stables ai’e slated. 

3067. Mr. Seijeant Jackson^ What condition is it in? — It is what is called 
a carrier’s stage stable, for receiving horses and carmen coming in with butter. 

3068. W^hat kind of house is it ? — A thatched cottage. 

3069. Have you any idea what number of apartments there may be in it? — 
Two or three rooms ; it is the stables attached to the house that makes it of the 
value. 

3070. How do you know that his father paid 16?. a year for it? — He told 
me so himself, and several of the neighbours said, that it was always understood 
to be a house of 16 ?. a year. 

3071. Do you know Michael Pickley? — I do. 

3072. Did you see him when you went to his house ? — I did; at first, during 
his absence, his wife was there, and she was leading me astray as much as pos- 
sible ; she thought I came for the purpose of imposing taxes, and I had to wait 
for a quarter of an hour till he came home ; and when he came she altered her 
tone entirely ; she thought I was one of the gentlemen going round for the 
purpose of the taxation, and she did not wish to answer any gentleman in the 
absence of her husband. 

3073. Then you gave Pickley to understand what you called for r — Yes ; hq 
knew me very well. 

3074. How long before that time was it that he told you that his father p^dd 
16 ?. a yeai’ for it? — He did not state exactly the time, but he said “ This was 
held by my father at 16 ?. a year and no man can question it for 10 ?. ; and 
I went fi’om his house to the stables and the yard, and I saw that it was a large 
receiving yard for horses, and, as I said before, from its contiguity to the weigh- 
house, it is worth the money. 

3075. Did you know his father ? — No. 

3076. Do you know whether he is living or dead ? — No. 

3077. You have no notion at what period it might be that the premises pro- 
duced 16 ?. to the landlord ? — No. 

3078. Do you know who the landlord is ? — No. 

3079. You have only Pickley’s word that at some period his father paid 16 1 . 
for the premises ? — And my own observation. 

3080. Chairman.'\ 
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3080. Chairman.'] What was his father’s name ? — I believe it was James. 

3081. Independent of tne premises, what is the house worth ? — The house 
would not be worth the money without the premises ; I suppose the house might 
be worth about 5 ?. a year, being a thatched house. 

3082. Is it in good repaii* ? — In good repair ; it is small. 

3083. Is it more than one story ? — One story. 

3084. Do you mean to state that that house, consisting of only one story, and 
in that situation, was worth 6 Z. a year, without any premises ? — Yes. 

3085. You were inside it? — I was. 

3086. He voted at both the last elections ? — He did. 

3087. Mr. Beamish^ Did you visit the house of Jeremiah Mahony, spoken to 
by Mr. Young, in answer to question 1510 ?^ — I did, Jeremiah Mi^ony, Raw- 
buck’s-lane. 

3088. Did you examine his premises ? — I did ; he pays a rent of nine guineas 
per annum ; he is living there 14 years, and it is good value for 10 /. 

3089. Chairman.] Is the house in good repair? — It is. 

3090. Without a pane of glass broken ? — I cannot say as to that. 

309 1 . Is it in good repair or not ? — For a house in that neighbourhood, which 
is a very poor one ; and the lane is a narrow one ; but for a house in that neigh- 
bourhood, it is in good repaii*. 

3092. Is it, or is it not, in good repair? — It is in comfortable repair; there, 
may be a glass broken, and a dilapidation of some part of the stairs ; but con- 
sidering that the man pays nine guineas a year, and situation, I think it is worth 
10/., though it may have a glass broken ; glass is a very valuable article, and the 
poor people, though they may have good houses, have many of them broken 
windows. 

3093. Is there more broken glass than glass that is whole in the house ? — 
I cannot recollect. 

3094. Will you say that it is not so ? — No, I will not. 

3095. Is that a better house than most of the others in that situation ? — ^The 
houses in that street are generally of a very poor description ; but it is the con- 
tiguity to the weigh-house that makes them valuable. 

3096. Is the house a better or a worse house than most of the houses in that 
situation ? — Much about the same. 

3097. Are all the houses in that situation, in your judgment, worth 10 /. 
a year ? — ^Not all ; there are houses in the neighbourhood you could not register 
in Rawbuck’s-lane. 

3098. Are there any houses there in a worse state of repair than the house 
you are speaking of ? — There are. 

3099. Are there many better ? — I do not tliink there are many better. 

3100. But you have no recollection whether the windows are broken ? — No. 

3101. And that makes no difference in your estimation as to the value of it? 
— Not where he pays nine guineas. 

3102. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Did you go into that house r — No, I looked at 
that house from the outside ; when I saw that there were nine guineas paid for 
it, and saw the general appearance of the neighbourhood, I concluded that it 
was valued for 10/. 

3103. Chairman.] You considered that of that description of house you can 
form a fair opinion from the exterior ?— I do, of that neighbourhood. 

3 1 04. Mr. BeamishT] Do you mean to say, judging fi'om the appearance of the 
house on the outside, or from knowing the rent the man pays ? — I knew the rent 
that the man paid ; and knowing that, I did not call upon him for so minute an 
inquiry as I otherwise should. 

3105. Supposing you did not know the rent, do you conceive it would be a 
proper investigation of the house merely to see the exterior of it ? — I satisfied 
my mind from the exterior that it w'as value for 10/. 

3106. Then do you conceive an exterior observance is sufficient, without 
knowing the rent paid ? — No, I do not ; but, coupled with the rent, I concluded 
that it was 10/. value. 

3107. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] How many stories high is it? — A ground floor 
and a story over it. 

3108. Had it an upstairs ? — Without going inside, I cannot say. 

3109. Cannot you teU from the outside ? — Not always. 

s 4 31 10. You 
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D. Meagher. 3110. You have read the evidence of Mr. Young?-— I merely scanned his 
evidence, I did not read it. 

!s 6 February 1838. 3111. The following answer is given by Mr. Young to question 1515 : he says, 

It is a veiy old house, in very bad repair ; there is hardly a whole pane of 
glass in the house.” Now are you prepared, from your recollection of the 
state of that house, to contradict the evidence of Mr. Young, or to affirm it ? — ■ 
I am prepared to say that the man pays nine guineas per annum for it. 

3112. Are you prepared to contradict that statement ; that of Mr. Young ? — 
No, I am not. 

3113. How do you know that he paid that rent? — From his own statement to 
me, and my belief of his integrity ; he is a man of very good character. 

3114. Did you see any receipt for his rent ? — No; those people very seldom 
get receipts. 

3115. Did you see any lease ? — No. 

3116. Do you know whether he has a lease ? — I do not know. 

3117. But he told you that he paid nine guineas a year ? — Yes. 

3118. Did he tell you whether there was anything else included besides the 
house ? — Nothing but what I saw. 

3119. What did you see? — The house. 

3120. Mx. Lefroyl] Did he know for what purpose you went to value the 
house ? — He did ; he asked me, and I told him. 

3121. You told him, that as he paid nine guineas a year, you would not go^ 
into the house ? — No, I did not ; I merely satisfied myself. 

3122. Chairman^ Did that man vote at the last election? — He did. 

3123. Mr. LittoiC\ You have said that he told you that his rent was nine 
guineas a year : now suppose it was nine guineas a year, is it not usual for the 
landlord, on setting a house, to put it in repair ? — It is, in some parts of the 
city, not in others. 

3124. Generally speaking? — Generally speaking, the landlords would put it in 
repair for their own sakes. 

3125. Supposing it was in good tenantable repair, and set at nine guineas 
a year, from what you yourself saw, and from what Mr. Young has detailed in 
his evidence, 'would not you say it was reduced at least one-half its value ? — 
From appearance, to Mr. Young’s view, it might indeed. 

3126. Would it not be reduced one-half in value ? — ^Apparently it would, but 
not in reality, because its contiguity to the weigh-house always makes it of 
value. 

3Z27. If it was only nine guineas a year, andnot in good repair, would it not 
be worth only half that ? — If it was set at that only a short period before, it 
would be of that value. 

3128. If it had been set two or three years before at nine guineas, and 
deteriorated in the way you now know it was, would it not be only half that 
value ? — It would. 

3129. And you do not know when it was taken ? — No. 

3130. Chairman.'} Do you consider a man li\dng in a honufide 10 1 . house in 
the light of a pauper in the city of Cork? — I do not, but I know they are 
returned what are called poor. 

3131. They are poor for the purposes of taxation ; they are not poor for the 
purposes of voting? — Certainly, they are not ; there are houses of 40/. or 50/. 
returned poor upon the city rate-books. 

3132. Mr. Serjeant Jachson^ Is this a man of the class you -would call poor? 
— No, he is what we call a comfortable working-man, but he is one of the par- 
ties that w'ould claim to be exempt under the head of “ poor;” I believe he 
pays taxes. 

3133. What is his occupation ? — He is a butter farmer, what they call a cant 
butter merchant ; they buy from the farmers and sell again. 

3134. A kind of sky farmer ? — Exactly so. 

3135- Chairman^ Does Jeremiah Mahony appear valued in Rawbuck’s-lane? 
— Yes, a yard and stable, 3 /. 

3136. Is not he registered out of a house in Rawbuck’s-lane ?— A house and 
stable, forming part of the house. 

3137. Mr. Beamish.} Held under the same landlord? — Under the same 
landlord. 

3138. Did you visit and value the house of Jeremiah Riordan, CuiTy’s Rock, 

spoken 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




SELECT COMMITTEE ON FICTITIOUS VOTES, IRELAND. 137 

spoken to by Mr. Young in answer to question 1520 ? — Yes, I did ; he pays a 
ground rent of Zl. 13 5.; he has it for 36 years, and it is not of the value of 
10 in my estimation. 

3139. (To Mr. Colburn.) Did he vote at the last election? — He does not 
appear to have voted. 

3140. (To Mr. Meagher.) Did you visit the house of John O'Learj', Bailey’s- 
lane, spoken to by Mr. Young in answer 1543 ? — As this man did not vote since 
1832, I did not visit him, because I confined m}’- visits to voters of the last 
election. 

3141. Did you visit the house of Edward Ryan, Quarry-road, mentioned in 
answer 1550 ? — ^For the same reason, I did not visit him ; he did not vote since 
1832. 

3142. Did you visit the house of Thomas Canty, Barry’s-lane, mentioned in 
answer 1559 ? — For the same reason, as he did not vote, I did not visit him. 

3143. Did you visit the house of Job Keyburn, Cross Gun-lane, mentioned in 
answer 1566 ? — ^This man is a Conservative ; he always supported that interest, 
and is not value. 

3144. Did you visit his premises ? — I did. 

3145. You did not conceive them worth 10/. a year? — Certainly not ; they 
are the worst value of all I saw. 

3146. Did you visit the house of Edward Flin, Great Britain-street, mentioned 
in answer 1575 ? — ^Yes; Edward Flin, Great Britain-street, tailor; he has been 
living there 18 years; he pays 5/. Irish; he lets the upper part for 5/., and 
the lower part, which he holds in his own possession, with a garden, is value 
for 10 /. 

3147. (To Mr. Does that man appear in your rate-books? — He was 

valued in the supplementary valuation, and appealed, and was struck out. 

3148. Mr. Serjeant Jackson, to Mv. Meagher^ Have you a recollection of 
that house ? — I have. 

3 1 49. What kind of house is it ?— A small low house ; the better part of the 
house is the gai’den at the rear of it. 

3150. You do not reckon a garden part of a house? — As an appendage, part 
and pai’cel ; it is the garden that makes it valuable. 

3151. What extent is this piece of ground ? — It is a long strip of ground, 
about a quarter of an acre. 

3152. Is it the breadth of the house ? — It is more than tlie breadth of the 
house, and runs in a strip back, and it is considered in that part of the city 
very valuable. 

3153. Is this a house in a street? — It is in Great Britain-street, and it is the 
rear of it that runs to the Watercourse, and it is a veiy pretty garden. 

3154. Has he some of the back ground of his neighbour’s houses ? — No ; but 
he has a greater garden than his neighbours. It frequeiitlj'^ happens that in the 
rear of a house there is a strip on each side of the next houses ; some of the 
gardens are better than others. 

3155. Are there houses in juxtaposition with his house on both sides? — 
Yes. 

31,56. It is then a house built in an ordinary street ? — It is. 

3157. Is there behind his house more than the breadth of his own house, 
and has he part of the reai” of other houses in his garden ? — He has ; it extends 
a little on the two adjoining houses. 

3158. How many feet may the garden be in breadth? — I suppose about 
20 or 25. 

3159. How long is it in depth? — I suppose 70 to 80 feet. 

3160. At what would you value that garden, separate from the house? — 
I should think a garden in that neighbourhood, growing fruit or flowers, would 
be worth 6 1 . or 7 /• a year. 

3 1 6 1 . What do you value the house at ? — From 7 /• to 8 /. ; the house would 
be worth 7 I- without the gai-den. 

3162. Then the house and garden would be worth 14?. or 15?. a year? — 
Yes, if you had the house and garden at that rate ; but the house itself, without 
the garden, would not be of the value. 

3163. You say that each of them are worth about 7 ?• a year? — if you dis- 
jointed them in that way ; but what makes the house valuable, is the ground. 

3164. Chairman^] Have the lodgers in the house any right in the garden ? — 

T I do 
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Mr, D Meagher. I do not know that, but they have the up-stairs part, and they pay him 5 1 . 

a-year ; and the part he has in his own possession is more valuable than that 

26 February 1838. which he has set. 

3 1 65. You do not know whether the lodgers have any part of the garden ? — 
No. 

3166. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ Do you know how many rooms that man 
occupies himself? — He is a tailor. His men are with him at work in the front 
part, and he has a sitting-room in the back, and a bed-room. 

3167. Then he has three rooms in his own possession ? — He has two, I know ; 
he and his men were in the workshop, and there was another room inside. 

3168. Did you go into the inner room ? — I only went into the workshop, and 
into the gai’den. 

3169. You ai’e sure there is an up-stairs in the house ? — I am. 

3 1 70. Can you say what sort of repair the house is in ? — The man seemed to 
be a very comfortable man. 

3171. Mr.Lefro^.'] Had the houses that -you visited in that neighbourhood 
all gardens ? — Great Britain-street runs out into the liberties, and the houses on 
the right-hand side have gardens ; those on the left have not gardens ; the 
gi*ound there becomes more valuable, because there are streets at the- back 
of it. 

3172. Did you measure that garden ? — No. 

3173. Did you ever see it more than once ? — No. 

3 1 74. Then how are you able to give so accurately the dimensions of it ? — 
I think I can guess very well, keeping it in my mind’s eye. 

3175. Did you expect to be asked the measurement of it? — I did. 

3176. And you thought it better to judge of it by your eye than to step it, or 
measure it ? — It would be impossible to do that in the short time I had ; I was 
overworked as it was, in trying to get this information, and I neglected my own 
business altogether for it. 

3 1 77. You were obliged to bring the best information you could in that time ? 
— ^Yes. 

3178. Mr. Litton^ Is not your information very imperfect, according to your 
own' account ? — In those things it is ; in those minute particulars. 

3179. Did not you say that you had not half time enough? — I could not take 
time to measure, but I had sufficient time to satisfy my own mind. 

3180. If a man is easily satisfied, is not it very easy to satisfy his own mind ; 
what did you mean by saying you had not half time ? — From my own business ; 
r had not a moment to spare ; I was so pressed for time to get this infor- 
mation. I have rather an extensive business ; my own business commences eveiy 
day at 10, and ends at five or , six in the evening ; and those were the hours I was 
obliged to devote to this. 

3181. Even neglecting your own business, did not you obtain in some cases 
very imperfect information as to the value ? — I think my information is as per- 
fect as any man could get in the same time. 

3182'. If you had had longer time, it would have been more perfect? — ^As to 
the dimensions, no doubt I could have brought the dimensions of every room 
and the number of floors. 

3183. Mr. Beamish.~\ Do you think you could have given sufficient infor- 
mation to satisfy these gentlemen? — It is very hard to satisfy some gentlemen. 

3 1 84. - Even if you had taken a tape and rule ? — I think perhaps I should 
have been questioned as to the cubic inches . 

3185. Did you visit Robert Potter, of Hughes’s-lane, spoken to by Mr. Young 
in answer 1580 ? — I did ; this man was living with a Mr. Ally Charles Macarthy, 
as a servant, and was registered in 1832 in the Conservative interest; since 
that he voted for the Liberals, but he is not value. 

31 8C. Did you visit the house of Thomas Cummings, who is spoken to by 
Mr. Young in answer 1597 ? — ’That man voted for the Conservatives ; I did not 
visit him. 

3187. Did you visit the house of Daniel Sheehan, in Pope’s-quay, who is 
spoken to by Mr. Young in answer to 1604? — This man has not voted since 
1832 ; I did not visit him. 

3188. Did you visit the house of Thomas Walsh, in Barrack-street, who is 
spoken to by Mr. Young in answer 1631 ? — This man removed from this house 
to South Main-street, which house he again registered out of, and voted in 

1837; 
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1837 ; both his houses were of value ; as Mr. Gould has taken down more par- 
ticularly than I have, I refer it to Mr. Gould for that. 

3189. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ You are not yourself able to give any evidence 
as to your inspection of that house ? — No. 

3190. Chairman^ Can you state out of which house he voted ? — In 1832, 
he registered and voted out of one house, and he subsequently registered and 
voted out of another house, and both houses were of 10 1 . value, as Mr. Gould 
informed me. 

3191. Mr. Beamish.'] Did you visit the house of Charles McCarthy, in York- 
street, who is spoken to by Mr. Young in answer 1637 ?— I did. 

3192. Can you state the value of it ? — He pays 12 guineas a year, and it is 
good value for more than that. 

3193. Are you aware whether he voted?— He did vote. 

3194. Mr. Seijeant What state of repaii’ was that house in? — In 

good repair. 

3195. What was the date of your visit? — It is within tw'o months. 

3196. That house is in York-street ?— It is. 

3197. Have you a distinct recollection that the house is in good repairs' — 
I have ; I have put it down as a house worth 20 1 . a year. 

3198. And in very good repair? — I think it is quite sufficient to prove that 
it is worth 10 ?. I- do not know as to the repair, but from the situation in 
York-street, which is a street of great business, and a great entrance into the 
city, a house of that description would bring 20 1 . a year. 

3199. No matter what state of repair it is in ? — ^Even in a Yery bad state of 
repair it ought to be worth 12 Z. a year. 

3200. Are you to be understood to say, that you do not know what state of 
repah it was in ? — It was in tenantable repair. 

3201. Tlien Mr. Young must have been mistaken when he says that it is in 
very bad repair ? — I think he has mistaken the house : his infoimant must have 
been in error. 

3202. You know the house? — I do. 

3203. And you know the man ? — 1 do. 

3204. And you have now a distinct recollection of the state of repair in 
which the house was ? — I have. 

3205. What state were the windows in ? — The house was in generally good 
repair. 

3206. What state were the windows in ? — All good; I am quite convinced 
that Mr. Young is in error in the house ; from the man’s station in life, and the 
general appearance of the house, I am convinced that he must have mistaken 
one house for another. 

3207. You are convinced that the windows were all whole, and the stahcases 
in good order ? — I am sure if they were not so I would not have put down 
“ worth 20 1 . a year.” 

3208. Have you now a recollection, from having seen the house, that it w'as 
in good repair? — I have seen the house, and it was in good repair ; from the 
circumstance of my having put it down at 20 1 . a yeai*, I am convinced it was 
so, and that he must be mistaken. 

3209. You are of opinion that it is worth 20 1 . a year in its present state and 
condition ? — I am. 

3210. 'Mr. Beamish^ Did you visit the house of Daniel Manly, of Shandon- 
street, which is spoken to by Mr. Young, in answer 1658 ? — ^This street and the 
houses in it ai’e all considered of such value, that we did not -visit it. Tliere is 
not a house in that street, that, in my opinion, is not worth 10/. a year, and 
therefore we thought it was one of those places not likely to be brought under 
the consideration of the Committee. 

3211. Chairman^ Why did you %asit other houses? — From the neighbour- 
hoods they were in ; and upon several occasions on our visits, we found Mr. 
Young in various neighbourhoods that we were in, and we went there, thinking 
that those houses would be those that he would look after. It -was for me to go 
as near as I could guess in his track. 

3212. Then with respect to the various houses of which you have been speak- 
big, you had some suspicion in your mind that they were not of the proper 
value ? — Not so much that, as that, from his -visiting the neighbourhood, I 
thought he would challenge them. 

0.46. T 2 3213. What 
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3213. What made you select in those various neighbourhoods, those parti- 
cular houses ? — Those streets are considered the back parts of the city. 

3214. Did you visit every house in Rawbuck’s-lane ? — Every house that 
appeared upon the registry of voters of 1837, 1 did. 

3215. And in like manner, in aU the other streets, you visited the houses of 
all the persons who had voted in 1 837, in all the bad streets ? — I did, all that 
were entered in the city rate-books as of low value, because I thought it likely 
that those houses would be questioned, and therefore I was resolved to visit 
them. 

3216. So that you went to all the houses in Blarney-lane that were not 
valued at 10?. in the valuation-books, the occupiers of which voted in 1837 ? — 
I did. 

3217. Mr. Seijeant Jackson^ Suppose this is a true description of those pre- 
mises, ‘‘ It is only a gate in the street and a coal store, and a small room, in 
which he lives, at the back of it, and it is in the worst of order would you say 
that that was a tenement worth 10?. a year because it stood in Shandon-street ? 

If the ground was extensive, I think the ground alone would be worth it, 

without the building at all upon it. 

3218. You have stated that you did not visit this house, because you con- 
sidered that there was no house whatever in that street that was not full value 
for 10?. a year ; now, supposing this to be a true description of this elector’s 
premises, It is only a gate in the street and a coal store, and a small room, in 
which he lives, at the back of it, and it is in the worst of order,” would you say 
that that was value for 10?. a year, merely because it stood in Shandon-street? 
— It may be. 

3219. Would you say it was? — I think a coal store on ground sufficient, if the 
coal store is above ground, would be worth 10?. a year, 

3220. You have no idea of the dimensions of this place ? — I have not ; but I 
refer to Mr. Henry Bany for that. 

3221 . Then j^ou can give no testimony to the Committee respecting the value 
of this tenement ? — I cannot ; but Mr. Barry -visited the house, and he has 
it donm in 1835, because, after the election of 1835, there was a petition to this 
House, and Mr. Barry made himself master of those circumstances. 

3222. Have you read Mr. Young’s e-vddence as to that? — I have not parti- 
cularly, because it gave me full occupation from morning to night to write out 
these memoranda. 

3223. Have not you read Mr. Young’s evidence ? — I had not time to read it, 
but -when I came to a particular name of a house I read that ; but then I found 
there were many other things in the examination, and those I did not read ; 
I only looked at the number, that I might be able to refer to the names in my 
own book. 

3224. In order to see that, were not you obliged to read the questions ? — 
No; for instance, in answer 1604, if I found the house was set down as of a 
certain value, that was quite sufficient for me ; then I found that that question 
extended into half a dozen others, and I did not read them. 

3225. Mr. Beamish^ Did you visit the house of Michael Kenny, of Great 
Britain-street, who is spoken to by Mr. Young in answer 1688 ? — This man does 
not appear to have voted since 1832, and I did not visit him. 

3226. Did you visit the house of Denis Leary, in Boyce’s-street, who is spoken 
to by Mr.Y'oung in answer 1696 ?~I did; the ground-rent is 1?. Is; the 
tenant pays 7 ?. Others can speak of the value in 1835 ; it is not now value for 
10?., in my opinion; houses have depreciated between the registry and this 
time. 

3227. Did that man vote in 1837 ? — Fle did. 

3228. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.~\ Then that man’s tenement is worse than all 
the others you have been deposing to? — He is not a man whose value I would 
support. 

3229. Then when you visited him you considered his tenement as worse 
than any of those to which you have attached a value of 10 ?. ? — Certainly. 

3230. Do you know howmany rooms he occupied? — No ; when I found the 
thing was not worth 10 ?., I immediately passed it over. 

3231. Mv. Beamish.'] Did you visit the house of James Sullivan, in York- 
street, spoken to by Mr. Young in answer 1705? — He pays a rent of five 

guineas ; 
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guineas lets the lower pai-t, which is worth 7 I', holds the upper part, worth Mr. d. Meagher. 
3 /. It is doubtful value, in my mind. 

3232. What do you mean by " doubtful value ? ” — When I have any doubt 26 February 1838. 
as to the value, though it may be value in my own mind, I always write • 

doubtful value that it was not that kind of value that I would sustain 
before the Committee. 

3233. Did you refer to Mr. Gould at the same time ? — I did ; and his opinion 
coincided with mine. 

3234. Mr. Seijeant Jackson.'] Then you are not quite sure that this concern 
was not worth 10 1 . ? — My having put it down as “ doubtRil value,” shows me 
that it was not of that value that I would sustain before this Committee. 

3235. Does “ doubtful ” mean that you are not certain whether it is value or 
not ? — Tlie words “ doubtful value ” signify, that though I may have a doubt of 
the value, there may be others that would sustain that value that have a better 
knowledge of the locality. 

3236. Then, putting it down as “ doubtful value,” means that you doubt 
whether it is value or not ?— When I say “ doubtful value,” I mean that I will 
not support the value. 

3237. Are you prepared to say positively that it is not of value ? — No ; if 
I was, I -would say “ not value.” 

3238. Will you turn your attention to the description given of it by Mr. 

Young, in answer to question 1/09 : “ Was it originally a small tenement ?” 

He says, “ It was not small ; but it was so ruinous it was dangerous to go 
up the stairs. I went up stairs to see it; the partitions were ail broken.” Is 
that a true description ? — It may be. 

3239. Did you go into it ? — ^When I found the value doubtful I passed on 

without losing time. t 

3240. But, in order to arrive at that conclusion, you must have examined it ? 

— I must have looked inside, and in a general manner coincided with that view 
-of it, or I would not have put down “ doubtful value.” 

3241. Then you do coincide 3vith Mr. Young’s description of it?— I think 

I must have done so. r 

3242. You went into the house? — I. did. 

3243. You went up stairs in it ? — I did. 

3244. Do you agree in that description of it ? — ^As to the ruinous state that 
he speaks of, I am not prepared to say. 

3245. Then do you mean that you have no present recollection in your mind 
as to the state of the house ? — No ; I cannot bring it to my recollection, so as to 
give a satisfactory answer. 

3246. Suppose that was a true description of it, that it -w^as so ruinous that 
it was dangerous to go up stairs,” and that when you went up stairs “ the par- 
titions were all broken,” -would you say that it was even doubtful whether it was 
of the value of 10 a year ? — No ; I think there could be no doubt, if it was of 
that description, that it would not be worth 10/.; I think my note would be that 
it was “ not value.” 

3247. Then, finding that your note is “ doubtful value,” are you prepared to 
contradict the description given by Mr. Young ? — No ; but my idea is that it 
must not be so dilapidated as he represents. 

3248. Mr. Beamish.] Do you either contradict or confirm the description of 
Mr. Young ?— No, I do not ; when I found it doubtful, I did not go into that 
minute inquiry that I would where I wanted to support the value. 

3249. Chairma 7 i.] Parts of this house were let out ? — Yes. 

3250. What proportion ? — He pays a rent of five guineas ; the lower part 
was set for 7 /• a year, the upper part was worth 3 /., as he stated. 

3251. Which was the most valuable part of the two?— I should suppose the 
lower part. 

^ 3252. Do you mean from your own knowledge, or from his statement? — 

From my own view of it and his statement together. 

3253. Do you mean to state that the lower part of the house was -worth 71 . 
annually ? — That was ray opinion. 

3254. Then the only part you doubted about was the up-stairs part ? — That 
was the part I doubted about. 

3255. Mr. Bca 7 nish.] Did you visit the house of Terence Sweeny, of AUen’s- 
iane, who is spoken to by Mr. Young, in answer 1727 ? — I did ; this man’s 

T 3 house 
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Mr. D. Meagher, house is situated ill a lane leading to Messrs. Beamish & Crawford’s brewery ; 

I saw his receipt for the rent, signed Richard Lee, half a year, hi.; \ know 

26 February 1838. the Reverend Giles Lee; I know his hand-writing, and this makes me par- 
ticulai* as to this house being of the value of 10 Z. 

3256. Mr. Serjeant JhcAwji.] What kind of a house is it ?— A very good house 
in the lane. 

3257. And in veiy good repair ? — It is a two-story house, and it stands very 
well ; and I believe the man has a veiy good profit as to his lodgings ; and it was 
in good repair. 

3258. You went into it? — When I saw the receipt for hi. for half a year, I 
did not minutely examine the house, because my object was fully established in 
proving the man paid a rent of lOl. a year ; that I am in a position to state to 
the Committee. 

3259. Mr. Lefroy?\ Why did you call for the receipt for the rent in that case 
and in no other ? — Because she volunteered to bring the receipt to me ; and 
some of the brewery men were there ; and they desired her to give me every 
information, and she most willingly did. 

3260. But you did not ask for the receipt in any case ? — I did ; and I have 
seen it in houses of Mr. Young himself, in a house that I went to risit, which 
I find that he had not retm*ned, in one of the streets off the main street. 

3261. In none of the cases you have given us an account of do you appeal* to 
have seen the receipts ? — That is the reason I made this particulai* note, because 
I did see the receipt. 

3262. Ckaiiman^ What is Terence Sweeny ? — He is a labouring man. 

3263. In whose employment? — I do not know. 

3264. What was the date of the receipt ?— For the last September rent. 

3265. Mr. Serjeant Jacks 07 ii] Did you read the receipt? — I did. 

3266. Was it for this house ? — It was describing the house. 

3267. Should you be now prepared to set a value upon that house if you had 
not seen the receipt ? — I would be prepared to set a value upon the house ; but 
from its neighbourhood, and its being so nan*ow a lane, I might have doubted 
it, -without seeing the receipt. 

3268. From the observation you made of it, before you saw the receipt, should 
}'ou be in a condition to teU the Committee what the value of the house was ? — 
Not accurately as to the value. 

3269. Should you at all ? — I think I should. 

3270. What state was the glass of the house in? — ^From the outside it seemed 
to me to be in a good state. I was going up stairs, and I met the woman 
coming down, and 1 went no further. 

3271. Did you examine the rear of the house ? — No; but I satisfied my mind 
fully. lam fully satisfied that the house is papng a rent of 10?. a year; 
I made very particular observation, knowing Mr. Lee's handwriting, and seeing 
the receipt. 

3272. Do you know the man ? — No ; I never saw him. 

3273. Did you know the woman when you saw her? — ^Yes, I recollected 
her face ; but I see so many ; I am a gi*eat favourite wdth the women. 

3274. She was an acquaintance of yours ? — Yes, I had seen her before. 

327.5. Did you go into the house? — I went into the door; the stairs lead 

immediately fi’om the door up ; and as I was going up stairs she said, “ Sir, 
I have a receipt here, and I will show you it.” I said, “ show^ it me ; that will 
save an immensity of trouble.” She showed me the receipt, signed “ R. Lee. 

I know Mr. Lee ; I know his handwriting, and I was^ so satisfied with-it that 
I returned her the receipt, and said, “ Thank you, ma’am ; that wiU do. 

327G. The stairs lead at once from the door ? — ^They do. ^ 

3277. Then you did not go in at aU ? — I did not ; I was just going up stairs 
when she met me ; I looked at it from the outside, and it was a good-looking 
house outside. 

3278. Mr. Moryan O’Connell.'] Your object was to ascertain the value ot 

these houses ? — It was. _ . , j. ■ 

3279. Do you consider that the rent paid for a house^is at p'imu facie 

evidence that the house is not worth less than the rent r — Certainly. 

3280. Was that your reason for being satisfied with the receipt? — Quite so. 
I found that Mr. Martley, when he saw the receipt, was always satisfied. 

3281 . Mr. Seijeant Jackson^ Suppose this was the fact with regard to that 
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house ; “ I was not up stairs ; I looked up stairs, and a window came into my Mr. D. Meagher. 

view with no glass in it, and it was altogether in bad repair.” Suppose that 

to be a true description of this house, would you consider that it was of the February 1838. 

value of 5 a year ? — The house was not so much out of repair as to cause a 
doubt as to the value. 

3282. That you say without having examined the roof, or examined parti- 
tions, or examined the back of the house ? — I think I can form an opinion from 
the appearance of the house ; I was surprised to see so good a house in so 
narrow a lane. If I mistake not, it was three stories. 

3283. And in good repair ? — Indeed it was. 

3284. Do you know whether it was let by the late Rev. Giles Lee, or by 
young Richard Lee ? — I do not ; I believe Mr. Lee was only a kind of agent 
for the proprietor of the house. 

328.5. Who was the landlord ?— I do not know ; it was Mr. Lee that gave the 
receipt. 

3286. What makes you suppose the Rev. Mr. Lee was only a receiver for 
another person ? — I know that he has receipts in that way ; and if I mis- 
take not, I think the woman said that it was he to whom she paid the rent ; 
and I think she mentioned some other name as landlord. 

3287. Do you know whether this man holds under a lease ? — No, I do not ; 

I was quite satisfied with the receipt. 

3288. Mr. Beamish.'] Did you visit the house of John Nagle, in Skiddey’s 
Castle-lane, who is spoken to by Mr. Young, in answer 1738? — This man 
does not appear from our books to have voted since 1832, and I did not visit 
him. 

3289. Did you visit the house of Michael Sheeha, of Francis-street, who is 
spoken to by Mr. Young, in answer 1743 ? — That man is in the Conservative 
interest ; I ^d not visit him. 

3290. You cannot say whether he voted or not ? — No. 

3291. Did you visit the house of Michael Murphy, of Gill Abbey-street, who 
is mentioned in answer 1764 ? —This part of the city being considered the 
liberties, I did not visit him ; others, are here to speak to his value. 

3292. Did you visit the house of Simon Mahony, of Evergi’een-street, who is 
spoken to by Mr. Young in answer 1780 r — This man’s value can be spoken to 
also by others ; and I considered him in the liberties. 

3293. Did you visit the house of Redmond Mahony, of Long’s-lane, who is 
spoken to by Mr. Young in answer 1787 ? — That man voted in 1835 for the 
Conservatives ; I did not visit him ; I do not think he voted since. 

3294. Did you visit the house of Patrick Duggan, of Old Market-place, who 
is spoken to by Mr. Young in answer 1803 ?— I did ; he pays a rent of 5 1 . per 
annum ; he paid for the interest, 7 1 -, and from the peculiar situation, he would 
not take 12 a year for it. 

329.5. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ Do you yourself put a value of 10 1 . a year 
upon it ? — From the circumstances of knowing it to be in a market-place, where 
there is a great thoroughfare, and full business for an eating-house, I think it 
is worth it. 

3296. From your observation of the nature of the tenement, and the situation 
of it, do you tell the Committee that it is value for 10 1 . a year ? — The situation 
more than the thing itself. 

3297. Considering the thing as it is, and the position of it, are you prepared 
to tell the Committee that it is value for 10 1 . a year? — I am not, because the 
note I have put is this : “ This man would not take 12 1 . for his house ; ” but if 
I had ascertained the value myself, I would have written “ good value.” 

3295. Are not there a gi'eat many who put a sort of fanciful value upon 
things that they have a liking to ; places where they were born ? — ^There ai*e ; 
and there are others, wdiose houses are of a value that one would be surprised 
at, but from the business they have in those localities there, which .a man 
living in another locality can form no idea of, and on that account I did not 
take upon me to reject it, and I put down this note. 

3299. From your judgment passed upon it, would you say that it w^as worth 
more than 6 ?. a year ? — I could not say, indeed, not having made a particular 
notice of the value. 

3300. Chairman.] The rent is 5 ?. a year ? — It is ; and he paid 7 to the 
party that lived there before for the goodwill. 

0.46. T4 3301. You 
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Mr. D. Meagher. 
26 February 183S. 



3301. You do not know whether it is on lease? — No. 

3302. You do not know who the landlord is ? — No. 

3303. Mr. Beamish^ Did you visit the house of Coraelius Denehy, of Bishop- 
streetj who is spoken to in answer 1812 ? — By our books he does not appear to 
have voted since 1832, and I did not visit him. 

3304. Did you visit the house of Patrick Dinneen, of Bai’rack-street, who is 
spoken to by Mr. Young in answer 1827 ? — He pays a rent of 10 1 . per annum^ 
and 1 have him down as good value ; he was also visited by Mr. Barry in 
1835. 

3305. Did you examine his premises ? — I did. 

3306. Chairman.'] Did you go up stairs ? — I fancy I must have gone in, because 
I marked “ good value ; ” and I never did that without I examined the house 
all through ; I am certain I did go up. 

3307. Mr. Young says the upper part is out of order, and is not tenantable ; 
do you mean to say that he is not correct ? — I put him down as good value 
for 10 ?. 

3308. Do you recollect anything so particular about the house, as to be able 
to say whether that representation is correct or not? — No ; but he was visited 
by others, as well as Mr. Gould and myself. 

3309. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] You never put “good value” except when you 
went up stairs ? — I put “ good value ” where I saw the receipt, or where I ascer- 
tained the rent to be 10 ^ ; to my mind it did not signify what condition the 
house was in if the rent paid was 10 ?. 

3310. Except in cases where you saw the receipt, do you mean to say that 
you have not put “ good value ” in any case where you did not go up stairs ? — 
Or unless I was con\inced beyond a doubt that it was 10 ; for instance, the 
case of the woman in Allen' s-lane. 

3311. Wliat were the circumstances that led you to put “ good value ” ? — 
Paying a rent of 10 ?. per annum was one. 

3312. Do you know that he paid 10?.? — I must have ascertained it either 
from the man himself, or by seeing the receipt. 

3313. Can you say how you did ascertain it ? — No, I cannot. 

3314. Do you know the man ? — I believe I do. 

3315. Can you say whether you saw him or not? — Ban*ack-street is parti- 
cularly known to Mr. Gould, because he has premises there, and lived there 
a long time, and he can answer the question much better. 

33 1 6. Can you say whether you saw him ? — I cannot at this distance of time 
bring to my mind whether I saw him ; but I presume I did, because I saw 
almost aU the people in Barrack-street ; it is a place of business, and the parties 
are generally at home. 

3317. Could you have put down that the rent was 10?. a yeai’, without seeing 
the man and hearing from him that it was ? — I would, if I ascertained it from 
members of his family. He is a tanner, and, being a tanner in good business, 
I say that the house is 10?. value. I remember putting him down as Barrack- 
street, a tanner ; and the tanning business requires so much room that, with the 
house, I state positively it is 10?. value. 

3318. The question is, whom you saw, to derive your infoimation from ; are 
you prepared to say that you saw any of the family ? — I must have seen some 
of the family. 

3319. Did you? — I cannot bring to my recollection; it is impossible, with 
that number of houses that I saw. 

3320. You cannot say that you saw anybody of the family? — I cannot bring 
to mind that ; but as there are three other witnesses, it may be ascertained 
from them. 

3321. Did you see any voucher or receipt in that instance? — I cannot bring 
to my mind. 

3322. Then you cannot tell whether the information was derived from the 
man himself, or his wife, or any of his family ? — No ; but I presume I must have 
seen some of the family, by my putting down “ good value.” 

3323. Mr. Beamish.] Did you visit the house of John Donohue, of Barrack- 
street, who is spoken to by Mr. Young, in answer 1 837 ? — In reading over 
I find him put down, in Mr. Lane's answer, No. 1841, as valued at 8?., though- 
Mr. Young has valued him at 5?. Mr. Henry Barry saw his house, and will 
more particularly inform the Committee. 

3324. Then- 
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3324. Then you have not yourself before you the evidence as to the value of Mr. D. Meai^her. 
that man’s house ? — No. 

3325- (To Mr. Colhirn.) Did he vote at the last election ? — He did. 26 FeWuHij 18^8 

3326. (To Mr. Lane.) Do you find that man in the city books at 8 1 ?— Yes. 

3327. And he remains ? — He does. 

3328- Mr. Serjeant JacJcson, to Mr. ILeagkeT^ Why did not you visit liim, as 
it appears that he voted ? — He might have voted for the Conservatives. 

3329. Can you say whether you did visit him or not?— If I visited him he 
would be in this book ; and not having him here, I presume I did not. 

3330. Mr. Beamish.'] You refer us to Mr. Barry for evidence regarding that 

man’s value ? — I do. ° 

3331. Did the circumstance of his name appearing in the city-rate collector's 
book have any influence on your not visiting the man ? — I did not visit any man 
who did not vote in 1837 ; that man does not appear upon my book as having 
voted in 1837, still he might have voted; but if he did, I fancy it was in the 
other interest, and therefore, not wishing to impugn their votes, I never visited 
them, either to support their votes or otherwise. 

3332. Did you visit the house of Francis Curtin, of Wisdom’s-lane, who is 
spoken to in answer 1870^— This man did not vote since 1835, and I did not 
visit him. 

3333- you ■visit the house of David Cahill, of Rawbuck’s-lane, who is 
spoken to by Mr. Young, in answer 1882 ?— Mr. Lane, in his answer, 1887, said 
this house is valued in the city-rate books at 6Z. ; he does not appear to have 
voted since 1832 ; I did not visit his premises. 

3334* Uid you visit the house of Peter Canning, wireworker of Henry-street, 
who is spoken to by Mr. Young, in answer 1891 ? — This is in his part of the 
city ; we did not visit it ; Mr. Henry Barry will speak to his value. 

3335* Uid you ■visit the house of James Ellard, of Quaker-road, who is spoken 
to by Mr. Young, in answer 1901 ? — His house being considered in the liberties, 
where ground for small vegetable gardens is of value, we did not visit it; that 
is, neither Mr. Gould nor I, for we went together. 

3336- Did you visit the house of John Foley, of North Francis-street, who is 
spoken to by Mr. Young, in answer 1918 ? — The note I have is, “ The front, by 
a recent change in the New Weigh-house road, may he of better value; but, in 
in its present state, it is scarcely value ; ” I mean in the present state of the repair 
of the house ; but from its presenting a front view now, I think the value of the 
gi’ound is gi*eatiy enhanced, and it may be of 10?. value. 

3337- Seijeanti/flc/tWTi.j Are you able to say whether it is in bad repair? 

— It is in veiy bad repair ; I do not consider it as house at all ; I only consider 
it as ground. 

3338. Are you of opinion that the ground is worth 10?. a year? — It is doubt- 
ful, in consequence of the dilapidated state ; but by sweeping away the back 
row of houses and opening a front view, you greatly enhance the value ? 

3339* street in which the house is of great value ? — Tliey have swept 

aw'ay a number of houses, and those that are brought to the fi’ont are gi’eatly 
enhanced in value. 

3340. Chairman.] How long ago has that been done.? — Within 12 months. 

3341. Mr. Beamish^ Did you visit the house of Bartholomew Dennahy, of 
Cuny’s Rock, who is spoken to by Mr. Young, in answer 1929 r — Tins man did 
not register till after the last election ; I did not visit his house. 

3342. Did you visit the house of James Mahoney, of Hill Grove-lane, who is 
spoken to by Mr. Young, in answer 1938? — In Mr. Lane’s answer. No. 1943, he 
states the ■value in his book to be 8/. He voted in 1835 for the Conservatives, 
and has not voted since. 

3343. You know nothing of his house of your own knowledge ? — No, only 
comparing Mr. Lane’s 8?. with Mr. Young’s 6 ?. 

. 3344- Where a house is put down in the rate-books at 8?., should you con- 
sider that house value for 10?. ?~FulI value. 

3'34.5- Did you visit the house of Maurice Scanlan, of Long’s-lane, who is 
spoken to by Mr. Young, in answer 1947 ? — I did ; he paid, in 1832, a rent of 
eight guineas per annum; he has been living in the house 21 years; the new 
road to the Weigh-house makes it good value for 10 ?. per annum. 

334^* Chairman.] You mean to say that before the new road was made it 
■was not worth 10/. a year? — No ; in 1832 it might be very good value, and in 
<J-4^- u 1837 
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1837 it might be deteriorated in value, but that deterioration was made up by 
the new road. 

3347. Do you mean to say that it was or that it was not worth 1 0 ?. in 1 832 ? 
— It is my opinion and belief that it was. 

3348. Then you conceive that houses worth 10 1 . in 1832 have veiy materially 
deteriorated, and become not worth 10 1 . in 1836 and 1837 ? — Precisely so. 

3349. Mr. Beamish^ Did you visit the house of Joseph Turabull, of Cat- 
lane, who is spoken to by Mr. Young, in answer 1963 ? — This man was ejected 
since the election ; the house is now dilapidated, and going to ruins ; no man 
could know or say what the value was when he voted, from any view that he 
had of it now ; because it was a disputed place, and I believe the parties helped 
to dilapidate it, and tried to make it of little value ; he is under an ejectment. 

3350. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ What is the value of it now ? — It is going to 
ruins. 

3351. Chairman^ When did he vote last ? — In 1837- 

3352. Was it in ruins then? — I do not think it could be ; it is very recently 
that the man has been put out of it. 

3353. How many months ago was he out of it ? — I believe three or four, 
because there were some parties making a collection for his family. 

3354. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ Did you go into the house ? — It was all a heap 
of ruins ; part of the wall was thrown down, as if it was done recently. 

3355. Have you any notion at what time it happened ? — No, I have not ; but 
I believe it was recently. 

3356. Did it present to your view the appearance of a house that had gone 
to ruin by the process of decay, or the appearance of a house that must have 
been actively destroyed ? — I think it was actively destroyed ; certainly the two 
walls could not have the stones taken off them by the falling of the roof. 

3357. What sort of roof was there? — ^There was no trace of the roof; you 
could not tell whether it was slated or thatched. 

3358. Was it rotten timber or sound ' timber ? — Some of the rafters were 
good. 

3359* Were there other remains of timber there ? — No. 

3360. Any floors ? — No. 

3361. Any stairs? — No. 

3362. Mr. Beamish^ Could you say from the appearance whether there ever 
had been stairs ? — The front was barricadoed up, and we were obliged to go 
round to the back part to have a view of it. 

3363. Did you visit the house of James Brown, Great Britain-street, who is 
spoken to by Mr. Young, in answer 1984 ?— This is a thatched house, and, in my 
opinion, is not worth 10/. per annum. 

3364. Did you visit the house of John Burke, of Coppinger’s-lane, who is 
spoken to by Mr. Young, in answer 1991 ? — This man did not vote since 1832, 
as appears by the books, and I did not visit him. 

3365. Did you visit the house of John Sheehan, of Farrell’s-square, who is 
spoken to by Mr. Young, in answer 2003 ?— Mr. Lane in his answer, No. 2009, 
said the value in his book was 5 1 . This man does not appear to have voted 
since 1832, and I did not visit him. 

3366. Did you visit the house of James Toomey, of Cove-lane, who is spoken 

to by Mr. Young, in answer 2011 ? — He pays a rent of 7 /• ; he has laid out 
20 : he could get 12 /. a year for his house ; he was visited after the election 

of 18.35, by Mr. Henry Barry. 

3367. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ Did you visit him ? — I did. 

3368. What value would you set upon his tenement? — I should say he was 
value for 10/. 

3369. Were you in his house ? — I was. 

3370. What kind of house is it ? — A poor house. 

3371. Is there any up-stairs ? — Yes. 

3372. Did you go up stairs ? — I cannot bring it to my mind whether I did or 

not. .... T . 1.17 

3373. Can you state what state of repair it is in? — It is a good neighbour- 
hood, but I cannot tell the state of repair. 

3374. Have you any distinct idea of what sort of house it was, or what state 
it was in ?— I have not . 

3375. Had 
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3375. Had this man let the house ?— No, but persons were looking for it, 
and he refused to let it under 12 a year. 

3376. Who told you that ?— He himself. 

3377. Are you acquainted with him?— I cannot say that I am ; I have a very 
general acquaintance. 

3378. Do you know this particular man ? — No. 

3379. Did you see him when you went to his house upon this occasion ?— I 
presume I did, but I am not sure. 

3380. When was it he told you that he refused to let it for 10 ?. ? — Within the 
last twelvemonth. 

3381. Where did you see him?— At his house. 

3382. Are you sure that you saw him?— I must have seen him. 

3383. Did you see him? — I presume that I did; I cannot recollect every 
circumstance of that kind. 

3384. What is your source of information ? — I went to the house and saw it, 
and I learned that the rent was 71 - a year; tlie man had laid out 20?. upon it, 
and said that he could get 12?. a year for the house. 

3385. You are sure the man said that ? — ^Yes. 

3386. Then you are sure that you saw him ? — I must have seen either him or 
some influential member of his family. 

3387. As the ladies were always glad to see you, perhaps you can recohect 
whether you saw this lady ? — I cannot. 

3388. Then you are not able to say from what source you derived your 
information about that house, with respect to his being able to get 12?. a year? 
— I am not. 

3389. Chairman^ Can you state whether any part of the house is let in 
lodgings ? — No, I have not him down as having lodgers ; if there was any doubt 
I would have gone into the question of lodgers, as I have heard the barrister do 
at the registering court. 

3390. Does the man occupy the whole house himself? — I think he must have 
done so. 

3391. Which are the most valuable, the upper rooms or the lower ? — I cannot 
say. 

3392. Were you up stairs ? — I cannot say in that particular’ house. 

3393. "When did he lay out the 20?. upon the house ? — It must have been 
recently. 

3394. Was the house in good repair ? — I cannot say, I only speak from my 
notes. There are other gentlemen that can give every information. There is 
Mr. Henry Barry. 

3395. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ In what way did he lay out this 20?.; was it in 
eating or drinldng ? — No, it was not that kind of catch at all ; it was fairly and 
openly. 

3396. Mi’. Beamishi] Did he carry on any business there ? — ^There is a smithy 
in the house. 

3397. Mr. Seijeant/rtcA-50?i.] Are you able to say how many apartments there 
are in the house ? — No, I am not. 

3398. Mr. Beamish.'] Did you visit the house of Thomas Regan, in Hughes’s- 
lane, who is spoken to by Mr. Young, in answer 2021 ? — Yes ; this man pays 
10 guineas per annum rent; he is good value. 

3399. Mr. Seijeant /acfeo?i.] Do you recollect that house distinctly ? — I do; 

I have been in all the houses there, for I know the street well. During the 
year of the cholera, I was intimately acquainted with all that neighbourhood. 

3400. You went up stairs in that house ? — I did. It is good value for 10 
guineas ; he pays 10 guineas a year. 

3401 . Did you see the lease, or the receipt for the rent ? — No. 

3402. Can you charge your memory whether you saw any document? — No; 
nor would I require it in that lane. 

3403. Is there no house in that lane that is not worth 10 guineas a year ? — 
Not upon that side. Upon the opposite side they are rather dilapidated, because 
they are taking them down for the market. 

3404. This house was in good order ? — It was. 

3405. Chairman.] Was that house let at all in lodgings ? — ^They are let in 
lodgings in that street. 

0.46. u 2 3406. Do 
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3406. Do you know what rooms were let in that house in lodgings ? — No, 
I do not. 

3407. Did you go up stairs in this house? — No, I do not think I did at this 
time ; I must have gone on former occasions, in the year of sickness. 

3408. Do you believe it to be true that one room up stairs is so much out 
of repair as to be untenantable ? — That might be from the circumstance of the 
tenant putting it in bad order before leaving it. 

3409. Can you say “ yes ” or “ no ” to that fact? — I cannot. When the rent 
was ascertained to be 10 guineas, my inquiry did not become so minute ; but 
I was quite satisfied with the outward appearance of the house, knowing this 
neighbourhood, and knowing the houses, from being formerly inside of them in 
the year of the cholera ; and on this \’isit I did not pay it that minute attention 
that I would otherwise have done. 

3410. What do you think would be the natural rent for one of the rooms up 
stairs ? — Some of the rooms in those houses set at lOt?., and some at l5. 

341 1 . In that particular house, what do you think it would be for one of the 
rooms up stairs? — Some I5., some 1 ^. Qd. and 2 ^. 

3412. None as low as \ 0 d. ? — ^They are very deep houses. In the back part 
the rooms may set at 10 d., but the front rooms are worth \s. to 2 ^. They 
are very commodious houses in that neighbourhood. 

3413. How many rooms are there in the lower part of the house? — There 
are two in the lower part, and there are stairs going up ; and then you go into 
the yard, and there are other rooms ; it is a kind of double house. 

3414. Mr. Seijeant Jackson.^ Have you a distinct recollection that you went 
up stairs in that house? — No, I have not at this time ; but I know I have gone 
up before, because ah. the houses on that side I visited during the year of the 
cholera. I was one of the board of health. 

3415. Was there cholera in this particular house ? — There was, or the house 
next to it. There were not two houses together that escaped the visitation. 

3416. Were you ever up stairs in this house at all ? — I was. 

3417. When? — Probably a couple of years before my last examination of the 
outside. 

3418. What were you up stairs about? — Looking at the state of the house, 
and seeing that the officers of health had it whitewashed and fumigated, and 
I had gone to see it. I have gone into all the hospitals and all the dwellings 
of the poor particularly in that neighbourhood. My dwelling-house is in that 
parish, and I am better acquainted with it than with other parts of the city. 

3419. Are you now prepared to say positively that you did go up stairs in 
that house ? — Not upon this last visit. 

3420. You have spoken of the quality of the rooms up stairs ; that there 
are some worth 1 s. and 2 s. Do you mean your evidence to refer to the 
present time? — Yes ; I suppose the rooms cannot be much worse than when 
I saw them. 

3421. Is it possible that there could be one of the rooms up stairs so bad as 
to be untenantable, and you not know it ? — It might be, because when I saw 
the rent was 10 guineas, I was not so particular. 

3422. Do you know when the letting was made for 10 guineas ? — No. 

3423. Do you know when the man became tenant of it? — No. 

3424. Mr. Beamish.] Did you visit the house of Edmond Riordan, of Ban 
don-road, which is spoken to by Mr. Young, in answer 2046 ? — I did. 

3425. Can you state what is the value of his premises ? — Mrs. Riordan 
stated, in the absence of her husband, that the rent they paid was 10 1 . a year, 
and I put him down “value.” 

3426. Mr. Serjeant You did not put him down “good value”? — 
No ; if it was beyond all question, I would have put “ good value.” 

3427. Have you any doubt of its being 10 ?. value ? — I have no doubt of his 
paying 1 0 ?. a year rent. 

3428. Have you any doubt of its being 10 1 . value? — I must have had some 
doubt, or I would have put “ good value.” 

3429. Then you doubted whether it was worth the rent he paid for it? — 
'fhat must have been my opinion. 

3430. It sometimes happens in Cork, that people go on under a rent that 
the premises are not worth ? — I know them to be absolutely under a rent that 
the premises are not worth. 

3431. What 
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3431 . What sort of house is it ? — He is a brogue-maker ; it must be a poor VCr. D. Meagher. 

house. 

3432. Do you recollect it ■— No, I cannot say that I do ; that was one of the February 1838. 
most extensive neighbourhoods that I visited. 

3433. Suppose this to be a true description of that tenement, as stated by 
Mr. Young, in answer to question 2047 ; he says, “It is a house consisting of 
four rooms ; it is a very poor house ; in very bad repair ; two of the rooms are let 
at 1 s. per week each ; the other two of the lower part are occupied by the elector 
himself.” Now' suppose that to be a true description of the tenement, can you 
have a doubt upon your mind that it is not worth 10 1. a year ? — Ifthe poverty 
was to the extent he says, I do not tliink it is ; and I think I must have had 
a doubt, as I did not write “ good value.” 

3434. Are you prepared to say that it is worth 6 1a. year ?— I am sure it 
must have been, or else I would have put “not value.” 

3435- Are you sure what eifect was produced on your mind by the lady 
informing you that he paid 10/. a year rent? — The husband was not at home; 

I refer that also to Mr. Gould ; his notes are more extensive than mine. 

3436. You have no distinct recollection of what species of tenement it was ? 

— I have not ; but I presume it was value, but not beyond a doubt. 

3437. Are you sure that you did not put it down “value,” merely because 
the woman told you that they paid 10/. a year rent?— No, I must have thought 
that it was value ; however, I think the Committee will get full satisfaction from 
a gentleman that knows that neighbourhood intimately. 

3438. Is that not a poor part of the town? — It is rather getting up again, 
but Mr. Gould will speak particularly to that. 

3439. Mr. Beamish.'] Did you visit the house of John Q-uinnel, of Morley’s- 
lane, who is spoken to by Mr. Young, in answ'er 2055 ? — This man has not voted 
since 1832, consequently, I did not visit him. 

3440. Did you visit the house of Edmond Noonan of the Back Watercourse, 
weaver, who is spoken to by Mr. Young, in answer 2092 ? — I did ; the ground 
rent paid is 2/. 15^.; it was built by his father; he lets part of his house 
for 5/. 4 5. per annum, and his own is worth a like sum ; I think it is value 
for 10/. 

3441. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] What kind of a house is it ? — A small slated 
house, with an up-stairs in it; the man is aweaver, and he has his looms weaving in 
one part, and he has lodgings set ; the lodgings pay him 5 /. 4 5., and then he has 
his own apartment with his looms and weaving. 

3442. How many apartments has he in his own occupation ? — He has two, 

I know ; I believe he has a kind of back kitchen belonging to it. 

3443. How many apartments has he let at 5/. 4s. ? — He has two. 

3444. Chairman.] How much a week are they let at? — It is an annual 
rent. 

3445. Then if that is the case, this statement cannot be correct : “ The lower 
part consists of two rooms, oneletfor Is. a week and the other for 10</. a week”? 

— That cannot be correct. 

3446- How do you know about the sum of 5 /. 4^. ? — From the woman of the 
house, whom I know very well. 

3447. Did 3'ou visit the house of Florence M*'Cartliy, of Eason’s-hill, a writing 
clerk, who is spoken to by Mr. Young, in answ^er 2099 ? — I did; he laid out on 
his cooperage, the sum of 40 /., and he has good value for 1 0 /. a year ; and Mr. 

Gould will satisfy the Committee fully on that point, as he knows the man 
well. 

3448. Mr. Serjeant Jac/ison.] Did you go into the house yourself? — I did. 

3449. How many apartments are there in it ? — I cannot tell that ; I looked 
•at the cooperage, and the money laid out upon it. 

3450. How do you know that he laid out that money ? — By a statement made 
to me ; Jlr. Gould knows this man particularly ; when I found he was so well 
acquainted mth him, I put dowm in my book “ R. G. ” 

3451* Mr. Beamish.] Did you visit the house of John Madden, of Douglas- 
street, who is spoken to by Mr. Young, in answ’er 2106 ? — This man voted last 
in 1835 for the Conservatives, and he has gone to America, to the certain 
knowledge of Richard Gould, which makes me imagine that Mr. Young must be 
in error about that man ; he speaks as if he had seen him. 

0.46, u 3 3452. Chairman.] 
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3452. Chairman.'] What is the value of the premises?— He is put down 
here at 6 1 ., but I refer to Mr. Gould for information respecting that. 

3453. Mr. Seijeant Jachson:] How do you know that Mr. Young is mistaken 
about him ? — I think he says he saw him, and Mr. Gould says he was gone to 
America. 

3454. It appears that Mr. Young was asked this question ; You did not see 
the owner?” and he answered, “ No” ?— But he speaks of seeing the people in 
the house, and it would be inferred that he saw Madden’s family, but they were 
all gone to America. 

3455. But you see there is nothing that at all commits Mr. Young to a state- 
ment that he saw this man ?— No, there is not ; the impression upon Mr. Gould’s 
mind must have been, that he meant that he saw Madden s family. 

3456. Mr.BeawwA.] Did you visit the house of George Marrell, of Ever- 
green-street, who is spoken to by Mr. Young, in answer 2122 ? — ^This man voted 
for the Conservatives, and I did not visit him. 

3457. Did you visit the house of William Barry, of Dublin-street, who is 
spoken to by Mr. Young, in answer to question 2129 ? — Yes ; he pays rent 6 1 . 
per annum ; he sets lodgings ; his house is of doubtful value, in my estimation. 

3458. Chairman^ Mr. Young, in his evidence, puts tlie value at 6 and 
that is the rent which he pays ? — It is. 

3459. Mr. Beamish.] Did you visit the house of Bai-tholomew Burke, of Wis- 
dom’s-lane, who is spoken to by Mr. Young, in answer 2141 ? — He pays a rent 
of 6 ; I do not think his house is worth 10 1 . per annum. 

3460. Did you risit the house of Denis Buckley, of Wellington-road, who is 
spoken to by Mr. Young, in answer 2147 ? — I did not see him, supposing that 
to be in the liberties ; probably Mr. Barry may be able to speak to his house. 

3461. Did you visit the premises of Thomas Buckley, of Rockwell-lane, who 

is spoken to by Mr. Young, in answer 2164 ? — I did; he pays a rent of 4 1 . per 
gmmim ; he laid out 40 1 . ; he has tv'o lodgers that pay him 4 1 . 15 s., and his 
own apartments. He has good value for 10 ^ . 

3462. Chairman^ When did he lay out this 40 ?■? 'He must have laid it 
out within the last three or four years, I presume ; the house is in veiy good 
repair ; he is a watchman of Mr. Wise’s, and it is a very central good place for 
lodgings. He was in bed when I went to see him, and he sat up in his bed, 
and spoke to me. His house was in very good order. 

3463. Mr. Seijeant Jachson.] How many rooms has he in his own occupa- 
tion ? — Three. 

3464. Are you sure that he has three ? — There was the room below stairs 
that we looked into ; I think there was partitioned off it the room tliat he was 
in bed in ; and I understood that there was another apartment that belonged to 
him that he did not set. 

3465. Mr. Young says, that it is “ a very good poor man’s house, consist- 
ing of two rooms up stairs, which his wife told me were let at 10 d. a week 
each, and two rooms upon the ground floor, which he lived in himself are 
you sure that there are more than that number of rooms in the house ?— Yes, 
there are, certainly. 

3466. How many are there in the house ? — I suppose five or six. 

3467. Are you prepared to say positively there are six apartments in that 
house? — I did not go upstairs; but, judging from the lower part, and the 
breadth of the house, I should say there are six. 

3468. Are you prepared to say that there are? — I am not; but the man 
satisfied me as to the value, and seeing its situation, and the order it was in, 
I was satisfied of the value. 

3469. Are you prepared to say that there are more than two rooms below 
stairs ? — I think there are. 

3470. Are you sure that there are more than two rooms below stairs ?— 
I cannot positively say that, but I think there are. 

3471. Can you take upon yourself to say that there are more than two above 

stairs ?— No, 1 could not, but from the breadth of the house, and looking at it 
outside, I presume that there are. _ ^ 

3472. Then you cannot take upon yourself positively to state that Mr, Young 
was mistaken w'hen he stated that there were but four rooms i — No, there might 
have been but two rooms over that space, but they must be very commodious 
indeed. 

3473. Supposing 
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3473. Supposing there were hut four rooms in the house, and that two of them 
are let at lOd. a week each, and that there was one below occupied by the man 
himself, do you say that the house is good value for 1 0 1 . I do not believe they 
are let for 10<f. a week ; I think the person deceived him that told him that 

3474- Then you do not believe that they are truth-telling people ?— I think 

that, knowing Mr. Young to be connected with the valuation of taxes they de 
ceived him in that. ’ ^ 

3475- Then you think they are people that would deceive ?— A tax man 
3476. 'Was he ever a collector of taxes ?— He was a valuator for taxes 

. y™ deceive Mr. Young as to the number of rooms 

m the house ? — I do ; I think they might have conceived that Mr. Young was 
going there for the purpose of bringing them under taxation, and that they used 
stratagem not to give him a full value. 

3478. Do you think that Mr. Young is that kind of man, that going to visit 
a house to value it, he would be persuaded that a house that really contained six 
rooms contamed only four ?— I think where he did not stand weU with the people 
they might not show him the house fuUy ; they conceived he was valuing for 

t&X6S. 

3479- But you are not prepared to say that, in point of fact, it did contain 
more rooms than he stated?— No, I am not ; but if there were two rooms up 
stairs, they must he very commodious indeed, which I would not suppose would 
be for the advant^e of a dwelling-house of that description. 

3480. Mr. Lefroy.'] If these people might have deceived him from the notion 
that he was going to value them for taxes, might not they have deceived you 

upon the supposition that you were going to value to supp'ort the register ? 

They would not deceive me because they knew that I was a good friend of theirs • 
the man in the house knew me ; he knew that anything he told me, I would 
never turn it to a taxing purpose, and therefore he would be prepared to give me 
a fuller account. 

3481 . Do you think that man would tell you every thing to his disadvantage ; 
that would go to show he was not qualified to register ? — I think he would ; 

I questioned him particularly, and he showed me that he was warranted in esti- 
mating his house at 10?. 

3482. Do you think he would have treated you with particular confidence, in 

tnisting you with all the disadvantageous circumstances of his premises ? 

I think he would. 

3483. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ Do you know the man well? — I do. 

3484. And he knows you well? — He does. 

3485. He knows that you are very busy about the electors in the registry ? 
— Yes, that is quite notorious. 

3486. Do not you think that, kno-wing that, he would be likely to put to you 
the highest value, to sustain his vote ?— I tlfink he would put the true value 
to me. 

3487. Would not he be disposed to ^ve you evidence tending to show the 
vdue to be 10 1 . ? — No ; the poor man did not know I was coming here, and he 
did not know my object in asking. 

3488. He could have no doubt that your object was something connected 
with the good cause ? — He knows I am sdways engaged in the good cause. 

3489. Mr. Lefroy.'] You told him that you were come to examine his house 
for the registry ? — I said I came to look at the house, and I asked him questions 
as to how he was entitled to register. 

3490. Did any conversation take place, from which he could have collected 
that you were going to support the value of the premises ?— None, more than he 
might have thought I was going’to support the register before the barrister, but 
nothing as to my coming to England. 

3491. Mr. Beamish.'] Did you visit the premises of Joseph BaiTett, of Wel- 
nngton-road, who is spoken to by Mr. Young, in answer 21/2? — No; his 
^gistry was not ripe at the last election, therefore he could not vote ; and Mr. 
Colburn, in his answer 2 1 86, said that Edward Bai’rett, carpenter, also registered 
out of a house and premises, the 2d of November 1832 ; and this place being 
by me considered the liberties, I did not visit it. 

3492- Did you visit the house of Thomas Barry, of Paul’s-street, who is spoken 
to by Mr. Young, in answer 2194 ? — I did ; this man’s house was partly taken 
down by the Wide-street Commissioners, at the request of myself and others, to 
0.46. u 4 widen 
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'M.t.d. Meagher, widen the passage to Godsil’s-lane ; therefore Mr. Young could not have seen 
this house in the state it was in when he registered. 

20 February 1838, 3493. Chairman^ But still, whatever was the state when he registered, is the' 

house of the value of 10^ now? — ^This man is a hair-dresser, and he has an 
establishment in another part of the city ; he considers this as a complete esta- 
blishment, and he would not give it up ; I would not give 10 a year for it ; 
but from its particular locality, the man would not give it for 10 Z. a year, and 
I think when he registered it was much more valuable than it is now. 

3494. What do you think is the real value, between landlord and tenant, of 
that house as it is now ? — It certainly is not worth that rent. 

3495. Do you know what rent he pays for it ? — No. 

3496. The man has got a wife, has not he ? — He has, and he has two esta- 
blishments. 

3497. The other establishment is not under the same landlord ? — No, it is 
not ; it is in another parish altogether. 

3498. He is not registered out of the other establishment ? — No, he is not. 

3499. Mr. Serjeant Do you know what this tenement consists of ? — 

He has a shop, and, I believe, a couple of apartments up stafrs, and a little room: 
beside the shop. 

3500. Are you sure that he has a couple of apartments up stafrs ? — He has the 
house altogether. 

3501. Are you sure of that? — He stated so at the registry, and he went 
through a long cross-examination ; he was particularly opposed ; there was a 
battle of an hour, and after minute inquiry he was admitted to register. 

3502. And you are sure that he stated, upon his oath before the barTister, 
that he occupied what was worth 10?. ? — I do not know whether he occupied the 
whole house, but I believe he did. 

3503. Did he state that he occupied the whole house : — I think he did: there 
was a man that was his landlord, who had a room up stairs which came over- 
this Godsil’s-lane ; whether that was the room that was taken away, or not, 
I cannot say ; he was brought forward as the landlord of the house. 

3504. Are you sure that he ever stated upon his oath, or othenvise, that he 
held more than the premises upon the ground floor ? — No, I am not aware of' 
that; but I believe he depended chiefly for his value upon the shop. 

3505. Do you know his wife ? — I do. 

3506. If she were to tell you that they only had this small shop, with a room 
behind it, and that they paid but 2^. 6^/. a week for it, would you believe her? — No; 
I am sure she deceived Mr. Young if she told him that; she knows Mr. Young, 
and she would not tell Mr. Young the truth. 

3507. Do you know, in point of fact, that the man did hold more than the 
shop and the small room behind it ? — No, I do not ; but I believe it w'as the 
shop and the apartment inside that formed the principal value of it. I remem- 
ber that the man that owned the house at the time the Wide-street Commis- 
sioners were taking it, had a room in that part of the house that came over the 
archway ; that was taken away ; he got compensation for it, and that makes me 
infer that he must have had the upper part of the house. 

3,508. What means of information had you that would enable you to say that 
the woman told what was false to Mr. Young when she said that they held but 
two rooms ?■ — ^I spoke to Mr. Barry himself, and he laughed at the idea of a 
Conservative getting infonnation from him, or from any of his family. “ They 
were here,” says he, “ and what a great deal of information they would get 
from me.” 

3509. Can you state any fact you know with relation to the premises which 
would enable you to say that that information from the wife was false ? — I know 
no fact inconsistent with it ; but the shop and the room behind it, I think, may 
be worth 10 1 . a year. 

351 0. Do you say that it is worth 10 ?. a year ? — No. 

3511. What do you suppose it would be worth ? — I suppose not more than 
6 /. or 7 ?• a year ; it is greatly cut up since the registry. 

3512. When was the registry ? — In 1832. 

3513. And you have a distinct recollection of what occurred upon the ocica- 
sion of that man registering in 1832 ? — Yes ; I will state what I stated before, 
that I was in St. Paul’s Parish, where I resided, after the year of the cholera, 
and I was particularly active in trying to drive away the nuisances of narrow 

lanes 
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lanes and passages ; there was an archway over this, and another over Harpe}*’s- 
lane, and I waited upon the Wide-street Commissioners and represented to them 
the advantage it would be to allow a current of air to pass through those narrow 
passages. They coincided with me; they valued the premises and paid for 
them, and did open the passage. By this means Barry’s house was made less 
than it had been in 1832. 

3514. Is that what enables you now to say that you have a distinct know- 
ledge of what he stated at the time of the registry in 1832? I was at the 

registry in 1832 ; I knew Barry very weU, and the opposition to his vote makes 
me recollect the circumstance. 

3515. Do you recollect whether the value of his premises was questioned in 
1832?— It was. 

3516. Chairman.'] Is not Barry rather an eager partizan? — Barry has always 
voted in the Liberal interest. 

3517. Is not it a proof of somewhat eager partizanship, when a man says he 

will not tell the truth to a person of a different political opinion ? No ; his 

objection was, fearing that they wanted to bring the house under taxation • for 
Mr. Young had been upon the valuation, and he was obnoxious to people upon 
that account. 

3518. He put them up too high, did he ?— No ; but they valued the very 
poorer order of houses which former valuators had passed by. It grew out of 
political feeling, for every seven years was the period for a new valuation ; but 
a complaint was made that parties had registered that did not contribute to the 
city taxes, and in consequence of that the supplementary valuation w^as ordered 
by the grand jury, and Mr. Young was one of those supplementary valuators, 
whose duty it was to value such houses as were not valued before, but not to 
visit any of those that the former valuators went to ; and by this means a 
number of houses were brought in for taxation that never were taxed before ; 
the general opinion was, that it was done through political motives. 

3519. When was the first registration? — In October 1832. 

3520. When were the orders given by the grand jury ?— I think a year or 
two after that ; I know it was after the registr}' of 1832. 

3521. A week, or a month, or how long ?— I think it was within a year. 

3522. Your attention has been always directed to the valuations at different 
periods ? — It has. 

3523. Are you quite clear that it was after the registration that those orders 
were given for that supplementary valuation? — ^Yes. 

3524. What was the general character of Mr. Young’s valuation in that sup- 
plementary valuation ; was it a just valuation, or did he put them up too high ? 
— I think he valued houses that other parties did not consider ought to be 
valued. 

352,5- He took many in, which other parties had omitted? — Yes. 

3526. Upon the whole, did he make his valuation beyond the real value of 
the premises, or did he make it at about the real value of the premises ?— He 
was only one of a good number, and that supplementary valuation was considered 
as having brought in houses that the other would not have brought in. 

3527- your opinion, was that supplementary valuation a coiTect valuation, 
upon the whole ?—I should not think it was correct, because he brought in per- 
sons that had merely improved their premises between that and the former 
valuation, and for that he charged them additionally ; and I stated that to the 
grand jury, and I got those parties afterwards exonerated. 

3528. Then altogether you think that valuation was rather too high ? — Ido 
not know ; I did not look into the scale of valuation ; I thought it was rather 
extraordinary that the supplementary valuation should be ordered at that parti- 
cular time, not waiting for the time to run out. 

3529. Is it your belief, that the supplementary valuation by Mr. Young, and 
pther persons at that time, was a fair valuation, or that it was, generally speak- 
ing, too high ? — I did not look into the scale at all ; 1 presume they valued upon 
the principle of the former ones. 

3530- Taking the principle of the former ones as their criterion, do you t hink 
that the houses and other premises were properly valued by Mr. Young and Iiis 
coadjutors upon that occasion r-~I think they were valued upon that scale. 

3531- Ho you think it was a fair scale' — The former valuators made allow'- 
ances upon the poorer kind of houses that they did not upon others ; but 

X upon 
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upon that question, Mr. Gould, being one of the former valuators, will be able 
to give a most particular account of that. 

3532. What was the scale of the fonner valuators? — I think that upon the 
poorer order of houses, they set them down greatly under their value. ^ 

3533. How much ; as much as 20 per cent? — In some cases they did. 

3534. Do you suppose that making that abatement of 20 per cent., Mr. Young" 
and the other valuators in 1833 put a just value upon the houses that they 
valued? — Indeed I believe they did upon that scale; I believe the grand jury 
pointed out to them that they were to value upon the scale of former valuators, 
and merely to bring in such houses as the former valuators had not valued. 

3535. Then do you believe that those houses which were worth 10 1. were 
generally valued at 8 1. ? — I do, and less. 

3536. How much less ? — I think there were houses valued at 5 1. that pay 10 /. 
rent. 

3537. But£^ to the real value, without reference to the rent? — I think the 
valuators kept to that scale very fairly. 

3538. You believe that the scale they adopted was about 20 per cent. les& 
than the, rack- rent? — I give that as only my own opinion. 

3539. So that where a house and premises were valued at 8 1., the real value 
was 10?. ? — Yes, and in many instances where they valued at 5 1. the house may 
be worth 10 ?. 

3540. Then theirs was a low valuation? — It was very uneven; some they 
valued too low, and some they valued too high ; many of the parties appealed 
afterwards. 

3541. Do you believe that there were any cases of exemption allowed by the- 
grand jury without proper investigation? — I believe the grand jury referred to 
the valuators, and then decided between the pai*ties complaining and the parties 
supporting the valuation, and that they acted justly. They struck off some, 
and some they allowed to remain as valued. 

3542. After those applications were disposed of, do you think that upon the 
whole the valuation was a just one? — I do not think it a just one in many 
instances ; I know many houses that were palpably at too high a rate, and 
others at too low a rate ; I do not think that the scale was a just one, and I do 
not think their mode of valuing was a just one upon the first valuation. 

3543. Then, in fact, you are dissatisfied with the valuation generally? — 
Quite so. 

3544. Mr. Seijeant Jadcson^ You say that you consider that this valuation 
had some political object? — I believe it had. After the registry of 1832, there 
were to be various registering sessions held, at which the parties were to come 
up to register ; and there was a report circulated about the town, that any man 
who attempted to come forwai*d to register would be visited with taxation ; and 
I know a number of persons that could not be got to register, in consequence of 
the dread of that. 

3,545. Was not that valuation directed by the grand jury? — It was, at the 
request of several parties calling upon them. 

3546. The grand jury being sworn to discharge their duties uprightlj% without 
favour or affection? — Yes. 

3547. Is it your belief that those gentlemen ordered that valuation fi’om party 
motives ? — No ; but I believe the pai-ties that sought the valuation had party 
motives in it. 

3548. Did not the grand jury comply with that application made to them? — 
They did. 

3549. Do you conceive that that compliance was actuated by party motives ? 
— I should be soiTy to think that of any gentlemen that composed the grand 
jury of the city of Cork. 

3550. Do not you think it likely that the cause of ordering that valuation 
was, that they found there were several premises in the city of Cork that were 
not valued at all for taxation, and others valued at veiy low rates ; and yet, that 
persons came forward to register in 1832, and stated that their premises were 
worth 10 ?., and that the grand jury conceived that that was evidence that those 
premises were worth something approaching to 10?. a year, and that therefore, 
in the discharge of their duty to the city of Cork, they thought it right to have 
those premises brought into valuation ? — By no means ; the grand jury could 
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not have ordered those that were set down too low to be valued ; therefore it Mr. Z). Hfevg/ier. 
could not have applied to those that were set down too low. 

3551 . Did not it apply to premises that were not valued at all ?— Yes ; and it 
is that which I complain of. 

3,552. Do not you conceive it probable that the motive of the grand jury was 
to have those premises which had been omitted in previous valuations, brought 
into valuation, inasmuch as the parties had come forward and sworn that their 
premises were worth 10 1. a year r— I believe that was the object of the grand 
jury ; but I am convinced that the parties that urged it upon the grand jury had 
political motives. ^ 

_ 3553- You do not conceive that the grand jury were capable of acting in the 

discharge of their duty, merely for the purpose of gratifying those persons ? 

Certainly they would not. 

3554- Do not you think, as to any political effect, that the consequence of 
brining the premises into valuation and rating, would rather be favourable to 
parties who were claimants for registry, because the circumstance of finding 
them in the valuation would rather go to show that they were of value suffi- 
cient r — I do not think their being upon the city rate books has anything to do 
with the franchise. 

3555- Do not you think that being upon the city rate books at 8 1., would 

be some evidence that the man has a tenement of the value of 10 a year ? 

No doubt. 

3556. Therefore the effect of the grand jury causing those persons to be put 
upon the valuation, would rather go to the supporting of their votes as hona 
fide votes? — I cannot think that, because the dread of being visited with taxa- 
tion prevents them registering at all. 

^ 3557- Would not the circumstance of premises being brought upon the valua- 
tion at a value of 8 /., go to support the claim of the party to register ? — No 
doubt as to the value of the house it would. 

35,58. And therefore the grand jury, in causing that valuation to be made, 
would in effect be conferring evidence of value upon those parties ? — But it 
would be visiting them with taxes at the same time ; many a man considered 
the tax of greater consequence to him than the vote. 

3559. You do not believe that any of those valuators put down the premises 
at a higher rate than they really were ? — Persons did complain of that. 

3560. Do you think the valuation was too high ?— I do not think it was. 

3,561. Therefore no injustice was done to the parties who were brought into 

the valuation ? — It was an injustice, inasmuch as they were compelled to pay 
taxes that would not otherwise be payable till there was a new general valua- 
tion. If the valuation took place upon a general valuation of the city, and all 
were valued, that would be all right, but the supplementary valuators could 
not re-value the houses valued before, and it was only those that had escaped ' 
the former valuators that were brought in ; and the effect of it was, that a number 
of people who had never paid the taxes till that time have said, “ See what this 
registry has brought upon us ; I will not go to register now.” 

3562. Do not you know that there were a number of tenements in the city 
of Cork that have been erected subsequent to 1828, and that there were several 
premises that existed in 1828 that were not introduced into the valuation of 
1828 r — There were. 

3563. Do you think it was just and right, and proper, that those who held 
premises that were really of the value should be brought into valuation ? — Had 
it been a general valuation, I say, “ Yes but the property that we have been 
all calling out to get valued, the new houses, are not at all in the valuation to 
this hour. 
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MEMBERS PRESENT. 

Mr. Beamish. j Mr. Lefroy. 

Mr. F. French. Lord Granville Somerset. 

Mr. Serjeant Jackson. j 

LORD GRANVILLE SOMERSET, U the Chair. 



Mr. Daniel Meagher, called in; and further Examined. 

3564. Mr. Beamish.'] DID you visit the house of Patrick Boland, mentioned 
by Mr. Young, in answer 2208 ? — He has registered since the last election, and 
therefore I did not visit him. 

3565. Did you visit the house of Michael Fitzgerald of Barrack-street, men- 
tioned by Mr. Young, in answer 2293? — I did. 

3566. Can you state what you considered the value of his premises ? — His 
wife slated the rent to be 10 1 . per annum, and I put it down as such. 

3567. Did you examine those premises yourself? — I did. 

356k Did you satisfy yourself of the value of them? — I satisfied myself that 
the rent paid was 10 /. 

3569. You satisfied yourself by the wife of this Fitzgerald telling you that he 
paid 10 1 . a year rent? — Yes. 

3570. Did you see the receipt?-— No. 

3571. Did you ask for it? — No; I was quite satisfied with the declaration of 
the wife that the rent paid was 10 1 . 

3572. Chairman.] What do you believe to be the value of the house inde- 
pendently of having heard that ?— ^If I were to value the house, I would not value 
it so high, but the rent paid being 10 I did not go .so minutely into it. 

3573. Mr. French.] Is not the value of a thing what it brings? — Certainly. 

3574. Mr. Serjeant Were you acquainted with this woman ? — I can- 

not bring to mind. 

3575. Surely you do not believe everything that everybody tells you as certain 
matter of fact ? — Certainly not ; I can draw a distinction. 

3576. Not knowing this woman, how do you know that she was telling you 
the truth? — I believe she was. 

3577. Why ? — From the appearance of the woman and the place. 

3578. The place, according to your opinion, is not worth 10 1.1 — If I were to 
value it as a house, I would probably say not. 

3579* What do you value it as?— I did not go into particulars, when I found 
the rent paid was 10 /. 

3580. Is not it a house? — It is. 

3581. You say, if you were to value it as a house, you would not value it at 
10 /. ? — I would value it by the situation. 

3582. Considering the house as it is, and the situation, you say it is not worth 
10 1 . ? — I say there are persons that would not give 10 1 . for it ; but in the par- 
ticular business they were in, in setting lodgings, and that in Barrack-street, I think 
it is worth 10 in that way. 

3583. You said that it is not worth 10 /. in your opinion ? — I would not give 
J 0 1 . for it, but, from its situation for letting lodgings, I think they would get 10 1 . 
for it. 

3584. You did not see any voucher to show that the rent was 10 /. ? — No ; but 
I know Barrack-street, and I know the neighbourhood. 

3585. Did you know that the woman was the wife of Michael Fitzgerald at all, 
or may she not have been a servant-maid ? — She must have been the w-oman of the 
house from her appearance ; I can dravv a distinction between a servant-maid and 
a woman sitting in the principal apartment in the house. 

3586. What was she sitting in ? — One of the rooms ; I cannot bring to mind all 
those particulars. 

3587. Was it a shop, or a kitchen, or what? — They call it the parlour. 

3588. And because she was sitting in this room that they call the parlour, you 
take I'or granted that she was the man’s wife? — Yes. 

3589. Mr. 
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3589. Mr. French^ Did she tell you that she was his wife? — Yes. 

3590. You say, that you would not give 10/. for that house ?— In that neigh- 
bourhood I would not give it, because I do not know the value so well as the 
people in the neighbourhood. 

3591. But though you would not give it, other persons who let out lodgings 

might give it ? — They might give it, certainly. “ 

3592. So that you do not mean to say that the house is under the value of 10/. 
by saying that you would not give it? — I do not mean to say so. 

3593. Mr. Seijeant Jackson.'] * What kind of a house is it? — From the memo- 
randum that I have put down here, I believe it is worth to/. I know that if it 
was doubtful value I should have written “ doubtful value” after it. 

3594"5- What kind of house is it ; how many apartments had it ? — I cannot 
tell at this distance of time; I went through 470 houses. 

3596. Do you recollect what kind of a house this was at all? — I cannot bring 
to my recollection. * 

3597- T"ou cannot say what kind of repair it was in? — No. 

3598. Mr. Lefroy.'] Whatever doubt you might have as to the value of any house, 
it appears that if any person told you the rent was 10/. it removed your doubts?— 
No, I cannot say that; because, if I thought it was beyond ail question, I wrote 
“ good^ value,” and I do not find “good value” v/ritteri here; I have only written 
“ 10/.,” and if the value was doubtful for 10/. I would write “ doubtful value.” 

3599. Notwithstanding 10/. rent was paid? — No, I would not do that. 

3600. You were only satisfied that 10/. rent was paid by a person that you 
knew nothing of telling you so ? — Yes. 

3601. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Would it affect your judgment if you were aware 
that this man, having been valued at 5/., appealed, and "satisfied the grand jury that 
his house was not of the value of 5 1 .} — From what I know of the grand jury, it 
would not affect my mind ; because I know of many of 20/. or 30/., and many of 
10/., being struck off. 

3602. Have you attended at the grand jury as a grand juror? — Upon one occa- 
sion as a grand juror, but frequently as an appellant on the part of the people. 

3603. Have you served as a grand juror upon the investigation of those appeals? 
—I iiave. 



3604. How do you proceed? — The foreman deputes two or three to go into 
the business and examine into the claims, and whenever we found that the parties 
were in reduced circumstances or poor, we used our discretion. We had before 
us parties paying various rents. We did not look at the rent paid, we looked to 
the circumstances of the parties claiming ; many widows had houses, and many per- 
sons unfortunate in trade. If the rent was very high we were more minute in our 
examination of the parties; but without reference to the rent at ail, we marked 
them down “ poor.” 

3605. Did you consider that you were bound to get at the truth without refer- 
ence to the value ? — Not at all ; as to the value, it was only with reference to the 
circiunstances of the party, because, if that were the case, how could 24^. or 25 1 . 
houses be put down as “ poor” ? 

3606. Chab’man.] Supposing a person appealed against being upon the rate at 

all, at the value of 5/,, would you think the circumstances of that man the only 
point that you wei-e bound to take into consideration ? — I would charge a 5/. rate, 
and I have charged many of them, ’ 

3607. Supposing an individual appealed against being placed upon the rate at 
all, that is to say, appealed against being valued at 5 would you not consider 
It your duty, as a grand juror, to ascertain whether that house was or was not of 
the value of 5 I ?■ — I conceived that I was to go by the constable’s valuation, with- 
out any view of my owm. 

3608. Then you mean to say, that in no case did the grand jury strike off anv 
house valued by the constable at 5 1 . ?— They did strike off houses valued at 5 t 
by the constable. ' 



3609. Before they struck off those houses, did they investigate whether tlie 
house was ot the value ot 5 1 . or not ? — They could not for the city-rate, because 
they saw the value in the city-rate books. 

3bio. The question was, whether or no the city-rate book valuation was correct, 
parties having appealed against the valuation in the city-rate books. Then what 
did the grand jury do to ascertain how far the valuation in the citv-rate books 
was or was not correct? — After the valuation of the valuators in 1828, there was 
^■ 4 ^- X 3 an 
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an appeal from every man that found himself aggrieved to the next grand jury. 
After that valuation they went into the merit's of the case, and such as they thought 
proper they allowed ; but after that they did not make any further inquiry as to 
the valuation, the value being settled in the books. 

3611. You were asked in what way you investigated the va,lue of the_ houses 
where an appeal was made ; what was the process in that grand jury of which you 
were a member? — It was not against the value of the house that the appeal was 
made, it w'as for the remittance of the {ax. 

3612. Do you mean to say, that in no case was any appeal made against the 

valuation? — Never to my knowledge. . 

3613. Mr. Serjeant Jaclcson:] Do you speak of other grand juries besides the 

one upon which you yourself served? — Yes; 

3614. In no instance then did the grand jury ever adjudicate upon the question 
of value?— They might without ray knowledge, but I do not know of it. 

3615. Did the grand jury investigate the matter upon oath ? — They did. 

3616. Did they examine any witnesses at all? — IJpon an appeal tor the remit- 
tance of the tax they did, but not as to the value of the house. 

3617. When the parly came forward with his appeal against_ being rated, did 

the grand jury then proceed to investigate the matter by examining witnesses?— 
They did. . , 

3618. Did they examine the party himself also? — They did, and minutely. 

3619. And they satisfied themselves of the facts ?— Whenever the appeal was 
granted, I presume they did ; in other cases they refused the appeal. I speak now 
of the first grand jury alter the valuation, but not afterwaids. 

3620. How many cases of appeal occurred before the grand jury upon which 
you served ? — I should suppose there were 200. 

3621. What was the grand jury upon which you served? — The last summer 
assizes. 

3622. You had never served antecedently ? — No. 

3623. And you think there were 200 appeals to that grand jury ? I think there 



3624. Was there any appeal before the grand jury upon which you served from 
the valuation ? — No. 

3625. Mr. Lefroy.'] Was there no way of correcting or appealing from the rate 
that was put on ? — Never after the first grand jury. 

3626. But there was before the first grand jury ? — Not till the grand jury sat. 

The valuation took place between assizes and assizes, and at the following assizes 
the parties who had been valued had the power of appeal to the then grand Jury, 
but not after that. . 

3627. But there was a power of appeal to the next grand jury by any person 
who thought bis house ought not to have been valued ?— There was. 

3628. Do you know any instance of appeal where houses of the value of lo/., 
or 20 L, or 30 were exempted from being rated by the grand jury r — I do not, 
for the nreat majority of those poorer houses did not appeal ; they were not aware 
of the fact. It was given notice of by advertisement, and a public notice, but 
many of them did not know of it. 

3629. The question has reference to the former answer you gave, that you 
considered the circumstance of a house being rated or not being rated was no test 
of the value, because houses of 20 1 . or 30 1 were exempted from rates ; now do 
you mean to say that any houses of 20 1 . or 30 L value were exempted from rate 
by the grand jury to whom the appeal was made against the rate? — 1 do not 
know that, but I know there were 20 1 . or 30 1 . houses that were excused. 

3630. Then the cases of exemption of houses of 20 1 . or 30 1 . value were cases 

where the exemption was on the ground of the poverty of the tenant, and not 
on the ground of the value of the house? — Precisely. ^ 

3631. Mr. Beamish.'] You say that you never served upon a grand jury till 

the summer assizes of 1837 ? — Yes. r i 0 m t- 

3632. At that assizes there were.no appeals made on the score of value . i'to 

on the score of value. _ . 

3633. Solely upon the parties appealing on account of their poverty . 



Exactly so. . . 1 1 f 

3634. Did you ever appear before the grand jury appealing on the ground 0 
the value of the houses? — Not on account of the value, but on account of the 
poverty of the parties, and claiming the same exemption that others had. ^ ^ ^ 
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3635. Are you aware whether any appeals were made to the grand jury on 
account of the value after the supplementary valuation in the spring of 1833^?— 
There were appeals made to the grand jury in some cases, where the parties had 
meiely put a roof upon their house, or put some additional repairs, and they con- 

supplementarv valuation. '' 

3636. Chairman.] In those cases of appeals which you yourself supported as 

an appellant, you m no instance impugned the valuation of the houses In no 

instance that I recollect. 

.1, you to the grand jury on behalf of the appellant 

that his house being valued at 5 L, and as such brought within the limits of rating, 
was not in fact of the value of 5 1 . ?— Upon the statement of the parties I might 
ave one so, but I do not think I did. There might have been some instances 
where parties found a deterioration in their property, and thafthey could alter the 
value m tne books. ^ ■' 

3638. Then the Committee are to understand that the point of value was never 
the matter of appeal before the grand jury?— Never to my knowledge. There 
nnght have been such cases, but not within my knowledge. I never appealed 
e.vcept upon the ground of the poverty of the parties, seeing that their neighbours 
at a higher rate had got their taxes off. o 

■ Did you attend throughout before tbe grand 

jury that assenibled after the supplementary valuation of 1 833 ?— Not generally 
I appealed to the grand jury upon my own account. They valued me at 100 / 
a year, which I thought much too high, 

I 3640- Have you any doubt, with reference to that particular grand jury that 
they had many appeals before them on the ground of value?— I tUnk they had a 
good many. ^ 

. 3641* Of course those appeals would have been before that grand jury because 
It immediately followed after the valuation ?~Exactly so. ^ 

3642. Therefore everybody who felt himself aggrieved by the valuation would 

appeal to that grand jury ?— 1 here was an intimation given to that effect, and many 
did appeal upon that. ’ ^ 

3643. Do you recollect having been present at any investigations of that class of 

cases, ^o; for there was no one admitted but the immediate party apnivine 
Every party that_ had a claim came and stated his claim to the grand jury and 
they disposed of it as tney thought proper. J ^ 

3644. Of course you mean, that, as grand jurors, they would dispose of it as 
they saw was just and right, acting upon their oaths ?— Certainiv. 

3645. You would consider it a dereliction of duty upon the part of any gentle- 
man serving as a grand juror, if he were to let the party off without bein^ satis- 
fied that the case was made out; that is to say. in the case of an appeal up“on the 
ground of poverty, without being satisfied that the case is true ?— Yes. 

3046. And on the other hand, when the appeal is upon the ground of the value 
being too high, gentlemen serving upon their oaths would be bound to satisfy them- 
selves that the value was too high before they excused the party ? — Certainly. 

3b47. You have no doubt, therefore, that, in every case where the parly was 
excused upon the ground of over-value, the grand juiy were satisfied upon the 
evidence that the value was too high?— I think they were. ^ 

3648. Chairman.] Have you seen the list that has been delivered in by Mr 
James Lane, of persons registered as 10 householders in the city of Cork who 
were valued in the supplementary valuation of 1833, and upon appeal struck out 
and not charged ? — 1 have. 

3649- Docs not it state that the total of persons valued in the supplementarv 
valuation, but on appeal struck off, is 55 ? — I believe it does. ^ 

3650. What observation have you to make upon this statement, with reference 
0 the statement which you have just made to the Committee ?— Any name that 

have m this book may have been struck off for rates, although they may pav 
a rent of 10 /. Ihere are many such. v F j 

3651. With reference to your statement, that the instances are so very rare 
persons appealing against the valuation and being struck off on account of their 

va uation not being supported to the satisfaction of the grand jury, how do you 
econcile that statement with this statement of Mr. Lane ? — Because Mr. Lane 
ja access to the grand jury; there were numbers of people that appealed, and 
iminbers of decisions, that I knew nothing of. 

3052. Then you do not mean to say that there were no appeals against the 
^ 4 valuation, 
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~M.v. D. Meagher, valuation, but simply that you are not aware of them? — That is all I mean to say; 

Mr. Lane must know better than I can. 

28 February 1838. 3653. Mr. Beamish^ Did you visit the house of Cornelius Foley, of Bridewell- 

lane, spoken to by Mr. Young, in answer 2227?— I did; he pays a rent of 
10/. 8^. per annum, and I consider it good value. 

3654. Did yo-u see the man himself? — I did. 

3655. Was it fi'om him that you learned the rent ? — It was. 

3656. Did you see any receipt or ask for any? — No; but being a lodging- 
house, and in the neighbou’rhood of the market, it is valuable on that account. 

3657. Did you examine the house ? — I did ; and I put it down “ good value.” 

3658. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.], Have you a recollection of the house ? — A clear 
one. 

3659. What kind of a house is it ? — It is a house in a very narrow lane, and 
from its contiguity to the market it is valuable for lodgings. It is a stone-built 
house. 

3660. What number of apartments in it ? — I do not know. Whenever the rent 
satisfied me, I was not so particular in looking into the premises. 

3661. Who told you the rent? — Foley himself. 

3662. You know' him? — I do. 

3663. And you took his word for it? — I did. 

3664. He knows you very well, does he ? — He does. 

3665. And knows that you take this anxious interest in the promoting of the 
Liiieral cause? — Yes. 

3666. And judged that you were coming there upon some matter connected 
Avilh the cause? — t think he did. 

3667. He had registered? — He had. 

3668. And he had sworn that his house was worth 10?.? — No ; he swore that 
he paid 10/. rent for it. 

3669. The form of the oath is, “ that the said premises are bond fide of the clear- 
yearly value of not less than 10?. he swore that ? — He did. 

3670. Then of course this man was not upon his oath when he gave you this 
information of his paying 10/. rent?— No; but he was at the time he registered. 

3671. Therefore he had an interest in sustaining the truth of his statement 
upon his oath, by enabling you to give evidence here that he was under the rent 
of iQii — Yes ;*'and I know the neighbourhood. 

3672. Mr. Beamish.] Do you think he would have told you a falsehood as 
re<rards the rent? — I am quite certain he did not. 

”3673. Mr. Serjeant Jflc/rsow.] Did he vouch it by showing you any document? • 
— No, he did not. 

3674. Mr. Beamish^ Did you ask him for any document? — I did not; I satis- 
fied mv mind. 

3675. Mr. Lefroy.] Then your mind was satisfied with the assertion of the 
party, without even asking for the production of a document ?— I have frequently 
Lked for the production of documents, and I found that the party had not them. 
The people paying this rent pay on account frequently, and they do not wish, 
many of them, to have it known how they pay. 

3676. Why should they not wish to have it known how they pay ? — They con- 
sider when they pay quarterly that it is not so good a payment as half-yearly; 
they think that it is not so respectable. Some tenants that register pay weekly; ' 
that appeared before the barristers repeatedly. 

3677. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.'] Surely this man would not be ashamed to have 
it known whether he paid quarterly or weekly ? — This man paid half-yearly, if 
I recollect right. 

3678. Who was his landlord? — There is a man belonging to the market, I 
think he was his landlord ; a mao in the Corporation Market. 

3679. What is his name ? — Conspillan. 

3680. Where does Conspillan live? — In one of the lanes off the Quay ; he did 
•live once upon the Quay ; he was a man that contracted for sweeping the streets, 
and now he lias got a situation in the market as one of the beadles. 

3681. He was a scavenger ?- He was a scavenger; I do not know whether he 
is still. 

3682. Are you sure that he is the landlord of that man ? — I am not sure, but 
I tliink he is. 

3683. Do you know how much of this house Foley occupies ? — No. 

3684. Are 
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3684. Are any of the rooms let? — I believe some of them are let to lodgers, 
and it is that which makes it valuable. 

3685. Are you sure that they are let to lodgers? — I am almost sure. 

3686. Did you ask the man ? — I did ; and he told me they were all let in 
lodgings. 

3687. Did he ever tell you at what rate ? — No. 

3688. Did he tell you how many apartments he let? — No. 

3689. Did he tell you what income he had out of the house by letting lodgings ? 
— In general terms, 1 think he told me he made a good deal over his rent. 

3690. Have you a recollection of that? — I think I have, as well as I can 
charge my memory. 

3691. Chairman.'] He did not state how much ? — No ; I have not it down. 

3692. Mr. Serjeant Jaclcson.] Have you any memorandum that he spoke to 
you to that effect, that he made more than his rent by the lodgings r — No ; but 
I recollect it from the peculiar nature of the neighbourhood; it is a very bad 
neighbourhood and in bad repute, and the Quay' round near it, and therefore 
I recollect the circumstance on that account. 

3693. Then you recollect the circum.stance of his telling you that he did make 
a profit out of it beyond the rent, from the circumstance of its being a bad neigh- 
bourhood ? — Yes. The corporation are about buying one side of the street to open 
a market there. 

3694. How does the circumstance of its being a bad neighbourhood enable you 
to recollect that this man told you that he received a profit out of it beyond 'the 
rent ? — It made that impression upon me that lodgings should be so valuable in 
a neighbourhood that was considered a very bad one; it came under the authorities 
frequently that there were houses of ill-fame in that part. 

3695. Are there many houses of ill-fame in that neighbourhood? — There are 
in that neighbourhood. 

3696. Of the most infamous kind ? — Yes, there are ; it is a very bad neighbour- 
hood ; we are trying to sweep it away. 

3697. It is one of the worst parts of Cork ?— Decidedly. 

3698. Did you visit many other houses in that quarter? — I visited no house 

that was not a voter’s. I can state how many I visited by referring to my book ; 
I visited but that one; that was the only house that was registered in the neigh- 
bourhood. * 

3699. Are the other houses near it of the same quality, or are they better or 
worse? — Some a good deal worse. 

3700. Are there many better? — I do not think there is a better house in the 
street. 

3701. That house of Foley’s is the best house in the street, is it? — I think it 
was as good as any in the street. 

3702. Are there others as good ?— I cannot bring to mind ; indeed my attention 
was only directed to this one house. 

3703. Is it in the middle of the street, or at the end of the street?— I think 
you go a short way down the street. 

3704. Are there no other houses between it and tlie Quay? — I cannot bring to 
my recollection now. 

3705. You cannot recollect what part of the street it is in ? — No. 

3706. Is it upon the right hand or the left ? — I am almost sure it is upon the 
right, as you go from the Coal-quay. 

3707. You are not sure wiiether it is in the middle of the street, or whether it 
is next to the Quay ? — I am not ; I think it is mid-way, or a quarter down the 
lane. 

3708. And you think you do not pass any other houses to get to it? — I can- 
not say. 

3709. Mr. Beamish.] Did you visit the house of Timothy Haly, in Bishop’s- 

stieet, spoken to by Mr. Young, in answer 2260? — I did ; this man pays aground- 
rent ot W. 18 5. ; he built the house himself ; his lodgers pay him 5 4^. ; and 

the apartments in his own possession are worth 6 1 . ; and it is good value for 10 /. 
per annum. 

37 1 0. Did you examine those premises ? — I did. 

3711. And you saw the apartments that he occupied himself? — I did. 

37 1 2. And also tije portion of tiie house occupied by his tenants ? — Yes. 

r 3713. And 
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3713. And you were satisfied that that which he occupies himself is of the value 
of 6 1 . 1 — I am. 

3714. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.^ You went up stairs?— I did. 

3715. How many rooms are there in the house? — -I cannot tell that; but iny 
note is this; the ground-rent x 1 . i8^., the lodgers pay 5/. 45., and his own 
worth 6 /. 

3716. Chairman.'] Which do you reckon the most valuable, the part he has let 
to his lodgers, or the part he retains for himself? — The part he retains himself, 
because it is more ; I have put it down at 6 1 ., and the other at 5 /. 45. 

3717. Upon what ground did you put that down at more?— I cannot bring that 
to mind. 

3718. Mr. Serjeant /iZcArsow.] Suppose the whole house consisted of only four 
rooms, and he occupied two of them, and those two upon the ground-floor, would 
you say that those were more valuable than the Wo rooms above ? — They 
might be. 

3719. Did you see them ? — I did; but I did not take down those very particular 
points, and I will answer nothing but what I know. 

3720. You do not know whether he occupied the ground-floor or the up-stairs ? 
— -No, I do not. 

3721. And you do not know whether he occupied one room or two rooms? — • 
No ; but I presume by what I have set down here that he must have occupied the 
more valuable part of the house than the lodgers. 

3722. It appears from the evidence of Mr. Young that this house consists of 
only four rooms ; two rooms up-stairs let to lodgers at 1 5. a week each, and two 
rooms below occupied by the man himself? — That would make 10/. a year. 

3723. And his ground-rent is 1 /. 185. out of that? — Yes. 

3724. How do you know he built this house? — Because he pays iZ. 1 8«. ground- 
rent, and being told so by the man. 

3725. What kind of a house is it? — I fancy it must have been in good repair 
when the lodgers paid that for it. 

3726. You are not able to speak from your recollection ? — I am not. 

3727. How long do you suppose it had been built? — I cannot say; I can only 
speak from my notes. 

3728. Mr. Beamish.] You said you had not gone to any houses of parties that 
bad voted at the last election ? — I confined my inquiries solely to those. 

3729. Did you visit the house of Humphrey Leary of Cat-lane, spoken to by 
Mr. Young, in answer 2510? — I did ; I ascertained the fact that his tenants paid 
him 10/. 6 s. per annum, exclusive of his own apartments, and he has value 
for 14/. 

3730. Did you examine that house? — I did. 

3731. Were you up stairs in it? — I must have examined the house when I put 
this down. 

3732. Did you ask him for any receipt to show what rent he paid himself? — 

No ; I did not ask the rent when I found the house to be worth 14 a year, which 
I considered it to be from my view of it, as well as from the 10 6 j. which the 

tenants paid him, exclusive of his own apartments. 

3733. Cham)ian.J How did they make out the 10?. 6 ^. ? — He had lodgings 
set at 10?. 6^., besides the part in his own possession. 

3734. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Are you sure that he held more than one apart- 
ment in his own possession? — By my having put it down in the plural number, I 
am sure he must have held more than one. 

3735. What sort of repair is the house in? — I cannot speak to that at this dis- 
tance of time. 

3736. Suppose this to be the actual state of the house, as stated by Mr. Young, 
in answer to question 2512, “What sort of a house is it ? It is in very bad repair; 
it consists of two rooms on the ground floor ; one occupied by the elector himself, 
the other let at i s. per week, and two rooms up stairs, one let at 8 d. per week, 
the other at xod. per week.’’ Now suppose that to be the true state of the mat- 
ter, would it be worth 10 1 . a year? — From the company that Mr. Young was in, 
the party he was with might lead him astray, and might take him to a wrong house 
altogether ; he was in very bad company ; no worse. 

3737 - You think the person with him took him to a wrong house, and did not 
take him to the elector’s house? — I think he would do anything that was bad and 
vile. 

3738. Mr. 
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3738. Ml. Beamish.'] Who is it you allude to? — John Sullivan. 

3739. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] You do not think the house that Mr. Young 
went to was the house of Leary? — It might or might not be; his guide was a 
bad one. I have a doubt whether he saw the house ; the fellow he was with would 
give him wu’ong information ; a shocking fellow. 

3740. Has the man been examined as a witness in a court of justice ? — He 
has. 

374'* Has he perjured himself r — Deliberate perjury, to my certain knowledge. 

3742. In what court did he commit that peijury ? — He was before Mr. Assistant 
Barrister Martley ; he gave evidence about a house of ill-fame ; he stated that he 
was not an inmate, that he merely set the house to another person, and was putting 
it in repair. He was cross-examined, and he distinctly stated that to be the fact ; 
and two or three days after that, being examined in court before Mr. Recorder 
Bennett, he swore directly the reverse, and Mr. Martley was shocked when he 
heard it. 

3743- What did he swear upon that subsequent occasion ? — That he was an 
inmate of the house, that he slept there, and that he provided articles of furniture, 
and that in truth he was the manager of the brothel. 

3744. In what case was that? — In the case of a prosecution against the Honour- 
able Member for the county of Cork, Mr. Rotch. 

3745- He sAvore all that? — He did ; I heard him in both courts. 

3746. Can you give the names of the causes in both courts in which those 
pieces of evidence were given by him r — I do not know the case ; he came up to 
sustain the value of a house, and his evidence was impeached as not being a man 
of credit, and those questions were asked him before Mr. Martley, and he stated 
on his oath that he was not an inmate of the house, that he was merely the person 
that set the house, and that he was preparing it for the party that took it of him ; 
and he subsequently, upon his oath, admitted that he was the inmate, that he 
slept there, that he was bringing articles of furniture into the brothel, and that he 
was, in fact, a kind of bully to the house. 

3747. Would you be able to furnish the Committee with the names of the 
two causes in which you state he deposed to that effect ? — It was at the registration 
court, at the time that Mr. Rotch was tried ; and I can ascertain it by referring 
to the date of the trial on Mr. Rotch’s case; Mr. Martley was sitting at the 
sessions at the time. I believe it was the September .sessions of last year. 

3748. Mr. Beamish^ Subsequently to the election? — Yes. 

3749. Mr. Serjeant Jackson!] Did you see Sullivan accompanying Mr. Young 
upon his valuation r — I did. 

3750. Where did you see him? — I saw him on two or three different days, 
when I happened to be out; he was before going wdth him, and I even told an 
acquaintance of Mr. Young, Mr. Laffin, on my seeing him speak to Mr. Young, 
that it was a disgraceful thing for Mr. Young to be seen in such company. 

375^- Had you known this Sullivan before? — Yes, very well. 

3752. Upon what occasion was it that he deposed before Mr. Bennett, the 
recorder? — Upon the trial of the Honourable Member for the county for an 
assault ; he was charged with an assault, and this man, Sullivan, came up to 
prove the assault. 

3753- When was that trial?— At the time of the registry in September last; it 
was tried before Mi-. Recorder Bennett. 

3754. There was also a trial took place after the last election for the city of 
Cork, in the court of the recorder, before the deputy recorder ? — Yes. 

3755. Do you know what the name of the cause was? — Sullivan was one of 
the prosecutors. 

3756. Was it the Queen against Rotch? — It was ; there was another man that 
complained against Mr. Rotch, and he brought Sullivan up as a witness to the fact 
of the assault. 

3757. Mr. Beamish'] Do you know what the issue of the trial was? — A most 
honourable acquittal; every one of tlie fellows was peijured ; it was the vilest con- 
spiracy that there ever was against an honourable gentleman ; it Avas shocking. 

3758. Mr, Seijeant Jr/c/i'jw?.] Have there been any proceedings to make this 
man amenable for this alleged perjury ? — I do not know whether there will be. 

3759* Have any informations been SAA'orn against him for the purpose of bring- 
ing Ijiiu to justice for this perjury? — I do not know. 

3760. Were not you present’ at it ? — I Avas. 

Y 2 3761. Do 
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3761. Do not you think it would be right to make a man that was guilty of 

such flagrant and abominable peijury amenable to Justice? — I think so ; I think it 
would be an act of great charity. _ 

3762. But you are not aware that any steps have been taken for that object? — 
No. 

3763. You have a criminal court sitting in Cork every week ? — Yes. 

3764. In which Mr. Bennett, the deputy recorder, presides? — Yes. 

3765. With jurisdiction to try offences, even transportable offences? — Yes. 

3766. He has been sitting every week from that time to this ? — Yes. That 
fellow had fire-arms in his house till I had them taken away from him ; I did not 
think it safe that such a fellow should have them ; I had a pistol taken away from 
him. 

3767. Chairman?^ Do you or do you not believe, that the present system and 
mode of registering puts upon the register only those individuals who it is in- 
tended by the Reform Bill should be put upon the register ? — I think so. 

3768. You think that there is great accuracy in carrying out the intentions of 
the Reform Bill, by not putting any persons other than those intended upon the 
register ? — I think so, with such a barrister as Mr. Martley. 

3769. Whenever the period of seven years or eight years shall have elapsed, 
when a new registry takes place, will not the same inconveniences which were in 
full force at the first registry recur ? — They will. 

3770. Do vou think it is possible, under these circumstances, but that many 
persons not intended to be put upon the register, under the provisions of the 
Reform Bill, will find their way there ? — 1 think with the activity of parties wishing 
to prevent it, that not many will. 

3771. You mean to say, that, by great political excitement on one side or the 
other, such opposition will be made to improper claimants, as to prevent those 
claimants finding their way upon the register? — That is my opinion. 

3772. Was there the same anxiety in the first instance upon the subject of the 
registration, that you believe to exist now ? — There was the same anxiety, but 
there was not the same length of time spent upon every case that there is now. 

3773. Supposing the same length of time proportionably should hereafter be 
spent upon the renewal of the first registry as has been spent lately on the smaller 
annual registries, do you think that the barristers could possibly register the whole 
number of claimants within any moderate time? — I think they could. 

3774. You mean to say that one barrister could register 4,000 or 5,000 persons 
after due investigation of all those various claims? — No; I would have three or 
four or five barristers, as was the case before, when the great registry was made. 

3775. According to the law' as it now stands, could there be more than one bar- 
rister acting at a time? — I believe not; I believe that the barrister for that riding 
only can sit, unless the Government should order extra barristers for the extra 
occasion. 

3776. Are you aware whether there is any provision in the Act for that parti- 
cular case? — I am not aware. 

3777. Do you think, that, if the law in Ireland were assimilated to the lavy in 
England, namely, that the registry should be annual instead of septennial, the pro- 
bability is that there would be fewer fictitious voters placed upon the register? — 
I think it would be very desirable if it were before the recorder of Cork, so as to 
avoid taking the people the distance that they are obliged to go now, 20 or 30 
miles, which is a most inconvenient thing. 

3778. That is an inconvenient circumstance, as well for the claimants as for 
those persons that may wish to resist improper claimants? — Most inconvenient. 
I have myself gone at two o’clock in the morning, 20 miles in a snow-storm, and 
it would be a great saving to me as well as to all the gentlemen supporting and 
opposing upon each side. 

3779. Would it not be a good altei'ation in the law if the registry were to take 
place more immediately upon the spot, and to take place each year with reference 
to each individual, instead of, as it is at present, both with reference to time and 
place? — I think it would be a great improvement for the better. 

3780. That is to say, that persons need not necessa,rily be disturbed annually, 
but that if they are bad voters they may be struck off each year, according to the 
circumstances of each individual? — I think it would be desirable. 

3781. Mr. Seijeant JaeJism?^ Would not you think it likewise conducive to the 

having 
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having persons upon the register that there should be an appeal against Mr. D. ttWirr 

improper admissions, as well as improper rejections ? — Yes, I think so. ^ 

3782. Mr. Beamish.] You are aware of persons that appeared upon the register 28 Fctn-uary i8'}8. 
in 1832, who registered in the conservative interest. Are you aware of several 

of those parties having regi.stered without any proper claim to do so ?■ There were 

a great many, because the opposition to them was not at all the same as the oppo- 
sition to our interest. The object of our party seemed to be to extend the fran- 
chise, and of the other to cramp it. 

3783. Are you of opinion that many were registered in the conservative interest 
in 1832 that had no right to register? — There were many. 

3784. Chairman^ Are they still upon the register? — ^They are. 

3785. Mr. Beamish.] Are you aware whether many of them voted at the last 
election ? — Many of them voted at the last election. 

3786. Are any of those appearing among the names banded in by Mr. Lane or 
Mr. Young?— Yes ; there are many of those who voted at the last election in the 
conservative interest. 

3787. Yon are aw’are that there are a great many poor freemen upon the ret^is- 

ter of the city of Cork? — lam. ® 

3788. What class of voters are they? — Of the very poorest, the worst, and 
most corrupt description. 

3789. Have they been in the habit of offering their votes to parties disposed to 
purchase them ? — They were always considered a marketable commodity to the 
highest bidder. 

3790. Not only for election purposes for representatives for the House of Com- 
mons, but also for corporate offices?— Yes ; they have sold themselves upon all 
occasions. 

_ 379 ^- Can^you state about what number they consist of ? — As far as lean 
bring to recollection 1 think the poor freemen may be 300 or 400, probably more. 

3792* And, as a body, you say you consider them most corrupt ?- — Most cor- 
rupt as a body, and a great nuisance amongst a good constituency. 

. 3793 - you conceive, as a body, that they possess the value in point of resi- 
dence? Supposing they were to register in a different capacity, do you think any 
and what number of them could sustain a value of 10 1 . ? — I do not think 40 out 
of the entire could do so upon the household franchise. 

3794. Are you aware whether they voted at the last election? — They did. 

3795 * Chairma 7 i.\ Can you state any case in which, to your own knowledge, 
the votes of any freemen were bought ? — I heard and believe that they were 
bought. 

3796. Do you know any case, of your own knowledge, in which any freemen’s 
votes were bought ? — That was managed by one of the body as head of the squad, 
and whatever way that man voted the rest were sure to vote, and the natural 
conclusion was that he understood the party. That was the way the freemen 
managed it. 

3797 - Canyon state any case in which any one individual was bought ? — No, 

I was no party to it ; I can state only from general repute, and the way they 
voted. ^ 

• 379 ^- Have you any other reason but from general repute, and from the way 
in which those parties voted, for your statement as to the corruption of those 
freemen? — I am as convinced of it as I can be of anything that I did not see, from 
various circumstances. 

3799 - Hut you cannot state any individual case which can be investigated in 
any way ?— No, because I ivas no party to it ; but in the elections generally they 
have gone in squads, one party taking a number of poor freemen with him, and 
the parties going in that u’ay in the same direction that that man went. 

3800. When was that done last, to your knowledge: — It has been done two or 
three elections ago. I believe that, since the Registry Act, they are not so market- 
able a commodity, because they are overpowered by the household franchise, and 
they are not so valuable in the market. 

3801. You mean to say, that the votes of 300 or 400 freemen are not so well 
worth purchasing as they were before? — They are not at all worth purchasing 
scarcely for an election for Members of Parliament. 

3802. Do you mean to say, that at this moment the freemen are not purchased ? 

Ihcy are of no value ; they could be purchased very easily if they were of any 

value. 

*^• 4 ^. y 3 3803. You 
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3803. You mean to state, that the class of voters registering out of the small 

houses you have been describing are perfectly incorruptible ? — I think they are 
the honestest constituency I know of. _ , r 

3804. You think that none of them are so likely to be bribed as the ireemen." — 

3805. ^Nor the forty-shilling freeholders? — The forty-shilling freeholders have 
dw'indled to a mere nothing. 

3806. In fact all the corruption of the city of _ Cork belongs to the freernen? 
; there was corruption among the forty-shilling freeholders in former times 

*°°38o 7. But in present times you think there is not?— At present, I think the 
corruption is with the poor freemen entirely. 

3808. Extending to no other class of persons ’—Where there is a constituency 
of 4,000, there may be persons that may be bought; their poverty may lead them 

into sin and crime. . • j • 0 

3809. You think it is the freemen that are so easily led into sin and crime . 
The poor freemen are a very depraved order of the community. They were 
so often corrupted, and they got so much money, that they have a taste for it. _ 

3810. But still, although having a taste for it, they have not been able to in- 
dulge that taste, either at the last election, or the election before that? — No ; m 
consequence of the extension of the household franchise. 

3811. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ Do you know whether there was ever any pro- 
ceeding taken to make those persons who had been guilty of this bribery answer- 
able for it? — No ; they played too deep a game, for they could not be legally 

caught. _ , 1 L . 

3812. There never was any instance in which the offence was brought home to 
anybody? — Not that 1 ever heard of. 

3813. Did you ever know, or did anybody ever tell you of his own knowledge, 
that such corruption had taken place ? — It was a thing generally reputed ; it is as 
notorious as the sun at noon-day. 

3814. But you, who take a great interest in those matters, never happened to 
meet any person who did know the fact?— I fancy it was done too secretly for me 
to know it in that way ; 1 had not the confidence of any man that did bribe them, 
therefore I cannot answer that question ; in fact, I would be the last man in the 
world that they would let know it, because I would be the person that would 
punish them, if I could get at the fact. 

3815. You would be anxious to establish the fact? — I would. 

3816. Yon would be exceedingly desirous to get evidence to prove the fact if 
you could? — I would. 

3817. You have endeavoured to do so? — I cannot say that I have endeavoured ; 
if I thought I could prove the fact by a chain of evidence I would most un- 
questionably. 

3818. You would feel it your duty to do it? — I would. 

3819. And you would be anxious to do it from political motives r — I would. 

3820. And yet you have never been able to get at any evidence that a single 
individual freeman was bought? — It was too well managed; I could not get 



u. 

3821. How did this class of freemen acquire their freedom ; were they persons 
who had served their time to trades ?— Coopers and w’eavers, and the trades that 
prospered at one time in Cork, and a great number of them were entitled to their 
freedom in right of servitude. 

3822. Then those were persons who, having served their time to freemen of the 
respective trades, were admitted in right of apprenticeship ?— And their descendants, 
for every eldest son is entitled to his freedom. 

3823. You are of opinion that this body of poor freemen, as a class, are a very 
bad constituency, and liable to be brought under the influences of not acting of 
their own free-will, but corruptly ?— They would act corruptly; but 1 believe that 
on one side they would take a small trifle less for the good cause than they would 
upon the other, but if the other side bid higher they would get them away. 

3824. You think they are not persons to be safely entrusted with the elective 

franchise, because they do not exercise a free independent choice, but they 
liable to act under sinister influences? — My opinion is that they ouglit to be 
disfranchised. „ t, 

3825. 
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3S25. Is it upon the ground stated in the last question ?— Yes, being a market- 
able commodity. ° 

3826. Are you of opinion that any other class of the constituency are liable to 
be acted upon by influences so as to destroy their free agency ?— Yes, numbers of 
the forty-shilling freeholders have been acted upon at elections, but they have no 
power but at elections for Members of Parliament ; the others have votes for all 
the corporate officers. 

3827. The poor freemen are of the working classes? — They are. 

3828. They may be considered as the representatives of the working classes in 
the corporation of Cork ? — Yes, many of them are reduced poor people and their 
descendants. 

3829. But they are the descendants of those who are the working classes? 

Yes, formerly Cork vvas a great place for manufactures, and numbers of those 
people in right of servitude acquired their freedom. 

3830. Do not yon think that the poorer order of the constituency in the 
liberties, those men who register out of land, are liable to the influence of their 
priests '—I think the people that register in the liberties out of land are decidedly 
tue best class we have in tiiis or any other county. 

considerably under the influence of their 
priests -—No, I think they are a fine bold yeomanry ; they are the finest fellows ; 
you would be delighted to see them come in in their frieze coats, men paying go /. 
or 100 /. a year rent, and contributing largely to the I'evenues of the city. 

3832. Did you ever know the Roman-catholic priesthood accompany this bold 
yeomanry in their frieze coats to the hustings ? — I did. 

3833. Are they not in the habit of coming in in that way, under the command of 
their priests, as it were ? — It is a kind of triumph. 

_ 3834. A triumphal procession into the town, headed by the priests ’—Very often 
It has been so at elections. '' 

3835* Ifl^-ve you any doubt that the Roman-catholic clergy exercise very con- 
siderable influence over that class of men ? — They are very intimate with them, and 
from the constant intercourse they have with the clergy, I think they have a great 
influence. ■> t 

3836. Do not you know that they exercise a considerable influence on behalf ' 
of those called the Liberal candidates ? — They do. 

3837. Do not they exercise it with very great effect?— If a landlord should 
wish to take a man away, they have interfered, to say that his franchise was his 
own ; that I have known. 

3838. Do not you know that they have anticipated the landlord, and that they 
have used their influence as early as they possibly could ? — I believe they use their 
influence to prevent money being taken from the opposite side; they caution them 
against bribery. In that way they have obtained a great influence. 

3339 ' believe that the Roman-catholic priests do interfere with 

that class of persons in the city, when an election is in prospect, as early as they 
can, to encourage them to vote for the Liberal candidates ?— No ; I think their 
interference is more against the opposite party tampering with them, because I think 
the people’s own inclination goes the right way. 

^ 3S40. Do yon mean to say, that they do not interfere till the landlord has pre- 
viously interfered ? — Yes, they do; because there are other persons besides the 
landlord, there are agents going about, and when the tempter is abroad, the clergy- 
man tries to stay his progress. 

3841. Do you mean to say that the clergyman does not go abroad and endea- 
vour to influence the voters, before the tempter goes abroad ?— He may attend a 
general meeting in his capacity as a voter, and in that way he does influence them, 
certainly. The way that the priests go they would certainly be inclined to go. 

3842. Have you any doubt that they pay domiciliary visits to those persons at 
their houses, independently of exhorting them at public meetings ? — To prevent 
their being tampered with, they do. 

3843' Do you mean to say that they do not go for any other purpose than to 
prevent their being tampered with ?— I do not think they go, except when it is noto- 
rious that a tampering has been going on. 

3844. Do you mean that the Committee should understand, that the Roman- 
catholic clergy do not interfere till they know that there is tampering taking place? 

interfere, by calling upon the voters generally to support a particular 

Y 4 3845. Have 



Mr. D. Meagier. 
28 February 1838. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




i68 



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE 

Mr.c. Me«gt,er. 3845. Have you any doubt that they do?— I know that they do that in their 

capacit}' as voters. , i -a.- u • i- 

s8 February 1838. 3846. Have you any doubt that they represent to the people, that it is their reli- 

gious duty to support those representatives who are the representatives of what they 
call the Liberal interest ? — I believe they have told them that those who are friends 
to them, have a right to receive friendship in return from them. 

3847. And that it is their religious duty to give them their support? — I think 
they have stated that the supporters of their religion deserve support in return. 

3848. Have you any doubt that the Roman-catholic clergy represent to the 
people under their influence that it is their religious duty to give support to those 
who are of their own political principles ?— I cannot say “ religious they say it 
is their' political duty. 

3849. They give them to understand that as Roman-catholics it is their politi- 
cal duty ? — To support the friends of Roman-catholics they do. 

3850. Have you a, doubt that in their chapels they exhort the people to 
support the Liberal candidates ?— At elections, when tamperiitg has been going on, 
they have exhorted Ihem against the tempter, and against being led away from 
a certain line of duty. 

3851. From what line of duty ? — The voting for the men that are friendly to 
them, and that have always supported them and their religion. 

3852. Has that been the constant course of the Roman-catholic clergy within 
your recollection ? — It has been the constant course with them to call upon their 
flocks, as I said before, when there was likely to be an opposition, and when the 
party opposing their friends were likely to have any influence, and they tried to 
stay it by every exhortation. 

3853- that done previous to the last election, and at the time of the last 
election ? — It was ; I have myself exhorted the people at the chapel yard ; the priest 
has allowed me to do so. 

3854. Have not very strong measures been used upon different occasions to 
excite the people and to inflam'e their minds, with a view to carry the election ? — 
By no means, not to inflame. 

3855. Was there not, in the city of Cork, in the election of 1835, a painting 

upon a large scale placed upon the front of the committee-room of those who were 
called the Liberal candidates, representing what was called the massacre of Gour- 
true? There was, quite contrary and opposed to the wishes or knowledge of the com- 

mittee that managed the election ; and they ordered it down immediately they found it. 

3856. How long was that painting up upon the front of the house P^About an 
hour, or an hour and a half. 

3857. Not more? — Not more than two or three hours. 

3858. You are sure it was not more than two or three hours? — I do not think 
it Was. I came out of the court-house and saw it, and I was angry ; and the 
members of the committee, when they heard of it, instantly ordered it to be taken 
down. It was done by some indiscreet person that wanted to show his taste for 
painting; it was a great daub of a thing, bung out of the front of the window ; it 
was put out without their permission. 

3859. Did not it create a most formidable excitement in the city of Cork 
amongst the lower orders of people ? — For a time I believe it did. 

3860. Was it not in Castle-street, near the Royal Exchange, in one of the most 
public parts of the town, that that exhibition was made? — Tn the North Main- 
street, near the Exchange. 

3861. Is not that one of the most public places in the city of Cork? — It is. 

3862. Was there not a very formidable excitement created by that exhibition 
amongst the lower order .of people ? — The dragoons were all out in the street 
before that; thev brought an immense crowd, and when this was hung out, it did 
create a great sensation. 

3863. Then was it after the military was brought out by the authorities to keep 
the peace that this exhibition was made ? — \ es.- 

3864. Were there not persons going through the streets inflaming the minds of 
the people with regard to tithes and blood, and this Gourtrue massacre? — No. 

3865. Did any person exhibit any portion of his dress which he stated was at 
the field of Gourtrue? — No. The widow Ryan, of Gourtrue, was in Castle- 
street, walking up and down as a spectator. 

3866. Mr. Lefroy.'] You were understood to state that the household voters 
were quite free from all corruption, that the freemen were the only corrupt body 
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in Cork ? — I cannot say that in a constituency of 4,000 there may not be cor- 
rupt householders, but I do not know it. 

3867. Vou know no instance of householders being corrupted ? — I do not. 

3868. Then how is it that it has become so essential for the priests to interpose 
to guard them, as you say, against the tempter ? — In the liberties, which extend 
out of the city, the landlords of the ground there are all Conservatives, and there 
are sub-agents vi?ho tempt many of them. 

3S69. You do not mean tempters to bribery?— There were tempters to bribe 
them also. 

3870. Although they are such an incorruptible body ? — There are some of them 
poor, but the great body of them are incorruptible. 

3871. Then there are some of them that are corruptible? — I think in a large 
body you will always get bad and good, but the great majority are very good 
indeed ; I wish they were ail like tiiera. 

3872. Was it only to those few that were corruptible that you found the priests’ 
attentions were paid ? — When it became general, everybody was there. 

3873. You found the priests applying their influence to the whole body ? — Yes. 

3874. Mr. Serjeant Jacho 7 i.'] Was there any corruption of those people at the 
last election? — I do not think there was. 

3S75. Was there any attempt at corruption among that class of voters? — I do 
not think there was. 

3876. Then what was the necessity for the priests’ interference, the tempter not 
having gone abroad? — To prevent the landlords keeping them at home from 
voting ; many of the landlords wished to keep them at home, and the priests 
went and told them to come forward ; many were wanted to be kept at home, 
and many were wanted to be sent away from the place. 

3877. Do you know any instance of a person being sent away, or being kept 
away? — I heard that there was a party that were driven from post to pillar the 
entire of the election j kept out of the town. 

3878. Do you know that instance of your own knowledge? — I do not know it 
myself, but 1 heard and 'believe it; I had an inquiry set on foot, but when the 
election was carried by a large majority, I ceased to pursue it. 

3879. There was nobody in Cork more active than you were ? — No. 

3880. And you were likely to hear of such things if they existed ? — That was 
the reason I heard it. 

3881. From whom did you hoar it?— Some man came and told me; it was at 
a saddler’s, upon the Parade, that they had four or five jingles, and that they took 
those people towards Passage one day, and towards Blarney another, to keep them 
out of the town, to prevent their voting. 

3882. Who told you that? — I cannot say now, hut it was at a saddler’s upon 
the Parade ; but having gained such a victory, I did not trouble myself further 
about it. 

3883. Was it the landlords that were driving them about in this way? — -No ; the 
agents of the landlords use their exertions to prevent many men coming up to vote. 

3884. But you do not know a single instance where that was done? — Yes; I 
believe Carnegie’s agent used his influence to prevent men from voting. 

3885. Do you know any instance where that was done ? — I believe it was done. 

3S86. Do you know any instance where it was done?— No; but I remember 

Carnegie having the market open for payment, and several of the people said to 
me, “ ^il^ Meagher, arc you come to get your whack ?” They were all round his 
door, and he was calling them in, just as if they had been so many head of cattle. 

3887. Do you know any instance of any man being kept away as a voter? — ■! 
think that circumstance shows that they must have been paid for something. 

3888. Do you know any instance where a man kept away his tenants from 
voting? — No ; I do not know myself; I might know, but I cannot immediately bring 
to mind. 

3889. Do you recollect that you ever'-'did know an instance of any landlord 
keeping away tenants from voting at the last election ? — Yes ; I think there were 
some of Mr. Smith Barry’s tenants kept away at the last election. 

3890. Do you know one instance in which the landlord did keep away a 
tenant? — 1 cannot bring to mind immediately. 

3891 . Do you now recollect, that you ever had in your mind a knowledge of an 
instance ? — I am almost sure of it, but i cannot immediately recollect. 

3892. ^Ir. Beamish^ You were asked wliether, at tiie election of 1835, a 

z board, 
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Mr. D. Meagher, board, with a painting upon it, had not been hung outside the committee-room, and 
- you said there had been for a short time ; are you aware of anything that would 
28 February 1838. excite any portion of the community having been discovered on the person of 
parties in the court-house, on the opening day of the last election ?— I do. 

3893. Are you aware of such things as concealed daggers ? — I am. 

3894. And of their being found upon the persons of any people in court? — 
Yes ; 1 saw them taken from them in the presence of the sheriff, and in open 
court disarmed. 

3 .S 95 - Was not that likely to excite the public . feeling? — Very much indeed; 
bludgeons loaded with lead; I myself had one taken, and I gave it to the com- 
mander of the police ; a short stick tilled with lead at tlie top ; a murderous instru- 
ment ; and cane-swords and daggers. They were disarmed in court before my 
face on the last day of the election. 

3896. And that was calculated to lead to excitement among the people at 
large ?T — It was very much. It was considered a great outrage. 

3897., Was not it considered a very doubtful point whether the sheriff and the 
public officers would be able to keep the peace upon that day ? — It was considered 
very doubtful. 

3898. From what party did that come? — The Conservative party were the 
armed party ; they fancied themselves a privileged order. 

3899. It has been stated that the voters were divided into different booths, for 
the purpose of polling according to the letters of the alphabet with which their 
names commenced, and that letter M. contained the greatest number of voters ? — 
The greatest number of any letter. 

3900. And by Act of Parliament the letters cannot be divided so as to form two 
booths for polling? — They cannot be divided. 

3901. Are you aware whether any difficulty occurred in polling the men appear- 
ing upon the register in that letter? — That letter contains a greater number of 
voters than any other letter in the alphabet, and it polled a lesser number of men, 
by reason of a stratagem and trick of the opposing parties. 

3902. Ihen had there been a second polling booth for that letter, would there 
have been a greater number of men polled out of that letter than appeared ? — 
There would have been more than 250 men polled more in the election before 
last. 

3903. In your own opinion, was it next to, impossible to poll out the men, by 
reason of the obstructions raised in that particular booth ? — It was quite impossi- 
ble, from the obstructions wantonly raised. 

3904. Are the Committee to understand that you would recommend that all 
those letters should have additional booths where the number exceeds 400 or 500? 
— It is impossible to do justice if you confine it to one booth ; particularly in the 
letter M., there are so many beginning with that letter. 

3905. M,r. Serjeant Jac/csou.] What was the nature of the obstructions in that 
booth ; were they by piiysical force ? — -Stratagems ; such as stealing the Prayer- 
book, and keeping the man from swearing; and keeping up a fictitious argument 
to kill time. We were deprived of the opportunity of bringing in 100 men that 
were there every day. 

3906. How many limes was the Prayer-book stolen? — Once; and that wasted 
nearly two hours 'of our time. 

3907. Could not you find a second Prayer-book in the city of Cork? — So we 
could ; but tlie question was raised as to who took it, and so there was a squabble 
got up to kill time ; it was a ruse of the enemy. 

3908. Who was it that did it? — A man of the name of Fitzsiinons, an attornev. 
He was brother-in-law to the sheriff, and between them they managed it nicely. 

3909. What other obstructions were tljere in tluit booth? — A variety. There 
was the word “municipal,” the [)oor people could not say “municipal and they 
would keep them for an hour before they could pronounce “ mLinicipal” properly. 

3910. You mean in the oath as to paying the' municipal taxes? — Yes; that was 
the finest aid they could possibly have, that word “municipal.” 

39 ^^’ Wh^t was the greatest lengtli of time it took any man to pronounce the 
word “ municipal ?” — 1 saw a countryman 25 minutes trying to pronounce tiie 
word “ municipal,” beiore tliey would allow him to vote. It was all evidently to 
to kill lime. 

3912. Could that man speak English ? — He could. 

3913. And 
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3913. And nevertheless lie took 25 minutes to get out the word “municipal”?— 
It was the crossest word that the Legislature could have put in. 

3914. Do you think it would he of very great advantage with respect to those 

letters m winch there are a very large number of electors, the initial letters of whose 
names belong to a particular letter, not only to have them divided so as to have 
proper polling places, but likewise that it would be well to arrange them with refer- 
ence to the districts they inhabited, the parishes or townlands ? I think so. 

3915. Do not you think it wonld facilitate the examination of the rivhts of per- 
sons claiming to register, if a proper classification was made with reference to their 
places of abode ? — I think it would be desirable, in order to arrive at the truth. 

3916. Your object would be to get at the truth, and to get at the real hmui fide 
qnahfication of the party tendering himself to register ?— Yes ; I say most sin- 
cerely that I w’ould not wish to get any person upon the register who had not a 
good right. 

3917. And you think it would tend to that to have them classified when they 
gave their notices for registering, and afterwards to have them classified for the 
purpose of voting at the elections ! — Frauds could be more easily discovered'if any 
were about to be practised. 

_ 391 S. Would not it facilitate the operations of both sides in investigating and 
diminish the expense, to have that classification made ? — I think it would. ” 

3919. As It stands now, in order to make any effectual check, you are obIi«-ed 
to have a greater number of persons to watch and check than you would othervSse 
require ? — Yes. 

3920. And you would strongly approve of an alteration in the law in that 
respect? — I would. 

392 1 . Would not that tend to diminish the number of fictitious votes ? It would 

be more easily discovered if any man came up to register fictitiously. 

3922. It would have the advantage of diminishing the expense and shortenintr 
the time, and securing a more bond fide constituency? — It would j and if I mio-hl 
suggest a registry in the city instead of going 30 or 40 miles off, there would°be 
better checks in the city than by going 20 miles to Fermoy, and to Canturk, or 
Mallow, or Middleton. There may be a point arise upon which one could get a 
witness in the city, whereas fo.r the loss of that witness an improper man may 

3923. Would not you extend that observation to those who were candidates for 
registering in the county ?— T would have the county registries in the immediate 
neighbourhood where the people are. 

3924. As it now stands, a man may have to travel to a very remote place? 

Yes, he may have to go 60 miles. I have seen them coming in an immense dis- 
tance. It is not to be expected that people can come a distance of 40 or 50 miles 
to register. 

3925. Upon the other hand, if a fraudulent person were disposed 10 o-et himself 
upon the register without having a qualification, it would be a very obvious re- 
source for him, instead of giving notice to register in his immediate sessions 
town, to give notice 50 or 60 miles off?— I think that the present mode acts as 
an encouragement to persons of that description. 

Mr. John Colburn, called in; and further Examined. 

3926. Mr. Beamish.'] HAVE you made out a list of the non-resident freemen 
appearing upon the registry? — I have. 

3927. What is the number ?— Three hundred and eighty-five I find aDoearino' 

upon the books. ” 

3928. How many of tiiose polled at the last election ?— One hundred and ei^htv- 

fom- ol them voted at the election of 1837. * ^ 

3929. Have you attached to their names their residences r — Yes. 

3930. M^ill you hand in that list ? 

\The fVitness delivered in the saine : vide Appendix.] 

393 \* Mr. Serjeant Jadcsori.] Have you any doubt that a large number of those 
non-resident freemen are persons that have succeeded to the freedom in ri'dit of 
birth ?— A great many. 

3932 - Mr. Beamish.'] Can you state iiow manyi^ — I cannot say how many. 

^ 2 3933, Mr. 
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3933- M*'- Serjeant Jackson.'] Probably, some also that have succeeded in 
right of apprenticeship to merchants ?~- Perhaps so. 

°3934- Mr. Beamish.] Do you think there are ten that succeeded m right of 

apprenticeship to merchants? — I cannot form an opinion. 

3335- believe that the greater majority ot them have no connexion 

with the city of Cork, so as to have any local interest in it ? — I should suppose so 
if I was to form an opinion, but I cannot speak positively to it. 

3936. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ You have already stated that some of them were 
gentlemen, inhabiting the county of Cork, of great respectability ? — A great number 

of them. . , , . , 

3937. Has not that class of persons considerable intercourse with the city ot 
Cork ? — I believe I stated so before. 

3938. Is not the city of Cork a great mart for all the produce of the county, 

and the place where those country gentlemen transact their banking and other 
business? — I should think so. . . 

3939. Mr. Beamish.] Does the circumstance of their merely going into Cork 
as the capital of the county necessarily give them any local interest in the alfairs 
of the city ?— 1 cannot take upon me to say. 

3940. Mr. Serjeant JacA'Son.] Must not they all, more or less, have an interest 
in the prosperity and well-being of the city of Cork ? — I should tlhnk so. 

3941. Mr. Beamish.] Have not they more interest in the prosperity of their 
own properties immediately around them, rather than in the local inteiests of 
the city of Cork ?— It is a natural inference to be drawn, 1 believe. 

3942. I\Ir. Serjeant Jackson:] Every man has more interest in his own particular 
concerns than in the general concerns of the community ; but men may have a just 
sense of their own interest, and yet may have considerable feeling for the general 
prosperity of the community to which they belong? — They may. 



Mr. Richard Gould, called in ; and Examined. 

3943. Chairman.] WHAT are you ?— A merchant. 

3944. Residing where? — At -Cork. 

3945. In what part of the town ? — On the South Terrace. . 

3946. How long have yon been resident in Cork ’—Since I was born 

3947. Mr. Beamish.-] Did yon pay nny attention to the register of voteis m the 

year 1832 under the Reform Bill ? — I did. , 

3948. Can you state whether there was the necessary examination gone thiou^^h 
before the parties were admitted to register ?— I certainly think there was. 

3940. Do yon conceive that the assistant-barristers, the gentlemen who weie 
deputed upon that occasion, took the necessary steps to see that no^ man was 
placed upon the register without his value being perfectly ascertaiimd . I leally 
do; I was frequently there; I spent some time there almost every day, and I saw 

the strictest inquiry. , , r 

3950. Do von conceive, generally speaking, that any number of persons weie 
admitted upon the register who had no right to be so by want of value of 
premises?— There may have been a few, but, generally speaking, theie was the 

Strictest i^miy.^ accompany Mr. Meagher, after the summonses were received by 
yo^bolh to attend this Committee, in valuing premises of parties who had voted at 
the last election?— I did; in the most vulnerable parts, as we conceived, of the 

“‘3952. Such cases as you thought might by possibility bo questioned as to their 

™OT53- Dkl you take every means in your power to ascertain, bodi from your 

own knowledge of the value of buildings and other sources ot information,^ as 
would enable you to state to the Committee the value of the vanons tenements. 
Certainly. 

3954. Have you seen Mr, Lane’s list ? — I have. /• „ t 

3955. ■Will you turn to the list No. 2, you will see, No. 63,, Joseph 

Ahern, Fair-lane did you visit his premises ? I'es. ,r,u 

3956. Do you consider them to be of the value of lof. ?— lo the best of my 
knowledge, I satisfied myself that his place was worth lol, and being so satl..lictl 
I made no other observation in the hook than “ Good value roi lOl. 

3957. Did you go into the house ? — Certainly. 39''8 And 
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3958. And examined it? — And examined it. 

3959- you ascertain what rent the man paid ?— Indeed I cannot say; 
I was so well satisfied with the value that I only put down in the book “ Good 
value for 10/.” 

3960. You consider that you are competent to judge of the value of houses? — 
Indeed I do. 

3961. Have you served upon valuation juries ? — I have served upon a city valua- 
tion jury, and I have been commissioner under the Tithe Composition Act. 

39^)2. You conceive that, from your experience, you would be a competent 
judge of the value of houses in the city of Cork ? — I conceive I am. 

3963. You conceive this house to be of the full value of 10/. a year? — Cer- 
tainly. 

3964. _Mr. Serjeant What kind of a house is it? — I do not know; 
I was satisfied that it was worth lo^. from mv observation of the house. 

3965. ' Are not you aware that it is not sufficient to satisfy you, but that the 
object is to satisfy the Committee upon this point? — That is my opinion of the 
value. 

3966. Did not it occur to you that it would be satisfactory to the Committee 
to have the facts upon which your opinion was grounded ?^ For the satisfaction of 
the Committee; but I was so well satisfied, that 1 only put down “Good value 
for 10/.;” when I had any doubt, I went into particulars. 

3967. Cannot you state anything about that tenement? — I do not recollect the 
situation of the house sufficiently to state. 

3968. Can you state what repair it was in? — I conceive it was in good repair. 

3969. Can you give any grounds upon which you form that opinion? — I cannot, 
because I am not sufficiently acquainted with that part of the town ; it is at the 
other end of the town that 1 live. 

3970. Did not you know that you were coming here to give evidence? — I did. 

3971. Did not it occur to you that you were likely to be interrogated as to the 
grounds upon which you estimated the value of those houses ? — Mr. Meagher was 
with me; we satisfied ourselves that the place was worth 10/. 

3972. Did not you know that it was to be your business to satisfy the Com- 
mittee ? — I dare say I did. I have the particulars of more doubtful houses, but 
that being so well worth 10/., I did not think it neces.sary. 

3973- you go to that house at all ? — We went into the houses of 

all tlie household voters in the street; we took them in streets, and we'entercd 
indiscriminately the houses in the most vulnerable parts of Cork. 

3974. When you say the most vulne>’able parts of Cork, you mean the parts 
where houses are of the least value ? — Certainlv. 

3975* The most declining and worst parts of the city ? — Yes. 

3976. And this is one of the worst parts of the town ? — I do not know that it 
is one of the worst, for I found a great deal of apparent comfort, and a good deal 
of business in this particular street. 

3977. Is not it very remote, and skirting the town upon the suburbs? — Very 
remote. 

3978. In Cork especially, do not the houses decline very much in value as vou 
go out to the suburbs ? — In some districts ; in others they do not. 

3979. Is Fair-lane an improving part of the town ? — The upper part of it I do 
not conceive to be an improving part; but the lower end of it, towards Blarncv- 
lane, I consider to be a very stirring part of the town. 

3980. Rut you went to this because you thought it a declining and a poor part : 
— A poor street; we went to ihe house of every household voter in that street. 

3981. How long were you at Cork? — It was with me it originated to go. I 
heard that Mr. Young was out ; and but for that, we would not, I dare say, have 
thought of going out in order to be able to sustain the value of the places ; I sug- 
gested to ilr. Meagher to go. 

39S2. How long were you engaged in this occupation? — I believe about a 
week; six or eight clays. 

39^3- How many iiouses did you visit in the course of that week ? — My number 

460. 

, 39S4. Did you visit 460 in that time ? — No ; I have 460 names, but we did not 
visit those that were opposed to the liberal interest. 

3985* How many did you visit? — I cannot say; perhaps between 200 and 300. 

z 3 39S 6 . How 
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3986. How many did you visit in a day? — We got through it as quickly as 
possible ; I dare say we may have visited 5O in a day. 

3987. Then you did not make a very minute observation of each house? — We 
did ; we satisfied ourselves as if we were upon our oaths. 

3988. Some people are easily satisfied ? — We were not easy to be satisfied ; we 
went into as close particulars as you would, or any jury. 

3989. How many houi'S each day were you at this occupation? — We generally 
appointed the day before, and commenced work about 11 o’clock, and perhaps 
continued till three Pr four; we got through it as quickly as possible. 

3990. You are a merchant ? — •! am. ‘ 

3991. And you minded your own concerns? — It was very inconvenient to me 
to be away from my business. 

3992. Did you neglect your business? — I had people minding my business. 

3993. Did you attend to your own business ? — Not while I was about this, but 
I attended to my business before and after. 

3994. You were from six to eight days at work? — Yes; not more than six or 
eight days. 

3995. You knew that Mr. Young was examining with a view to give evidence ? 
— I heard that Mr. Young was out valuing, which made us go out. 

3996. And having visited several hundreds of houses, you have not it in ymur 
power to tell the Committee the particulars of any one of those houses ? — I have, 
but not this particular house ; I was so well satisfied with the value that I did not 
put down the particulars. 

3997. Does the elector inhabit the whole of it himself? — I cannot tell. 

3998. Do you know whether he has let any portion of it to lodgers ? — I do not 
know. 

3999. Are you acquainted with the man ? — No. 

4000. Had you ever seen him before? — I do not know him at all. As well as 
I recollect, it was his daughter or wife that we met in the house, and she took us 
through it. I do not know that I ever saw the man. 

4001. Did you know the woman that took you through the house No. 

4002. Do you recollect going up stairs in it ? — No, we did not go up stairs in 
it ; we went through it ; we went to the rear ; it is a very pretty little concern, 
and we saw the exterior of it. 

4003. Are you able to say what repair it was in ? — I presume very good I'epair 

4DO4. But you do not know ? — I do not. 

4005. Mr. Lefroy.'] You say your mind was satisfied as to the value ; would it 
not be imfiortant for the Committee to know what degree of examination satisfied 
your mind ? — 1 am sorry I am not able to give it to the Committee. 

4006. You cannot let the Committee measure the sort of examination or evidence 
that satisfied your mind ? — No ; I satisfied myself, and Mr. Meagher was satisfied, 
that the house was value for 10/. 

4007. That is all you can say, that your mind was satisfied ? — Yes ; I do not 
find that this particular place is impugned. 

4008. Mr. Beamish.'] Are you aware that it does not appear to be valued upon 
the rate-books ? — That is no criterion. 

4009. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Are you as sanguine as ]\Ir. Meagher is in support 
of the liberal interest in Cork ? — Mr. Meagher is very sanguine. 

4010. And so are you, are not you ? — I do support it. 

4011. Actively? — Rather so, particularly the last two or three years. 

4012. What trade is this man? — A victualler ; it is a very nice concern, and 
any. jury would say it is of the value of 10/. 

4013. Do you not think this man ought to be taxed to the city rates? — I think 
every occupied house ought to be taxed ; and perhaps this man is taxed under 
some other name. 

4014. Do you think he ought to be rated as having a 1 0 /. house ?-r— There 
ought to be a relative value put upon the house to make it subject to taxation. 

4015. Chairman.] Supposing you were a valuator for the grand jury, what 
value, for the purpose of rating, would you pu't upon that house? — That would 
depend upon the scale at which houses in the neighbourhood were valued. 

4016. You having taken great pains to ascertain the value of houses in that neigh- 
bourhood, did it never occur to you to ascertain at what value they w'ere rated in 
the books ? — I was on the grand, jury valuation, and we did not value tliis house; 

I should 
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I should not, however, say that positively, because it may be rated under some m. 

Other name. rr j 

^ 4017. You have stated that you and Mr. Meagher valued all the voters’ houses — 

in that particular street; bow many voters’ houses did you value in that particular February 1838. 

Street ! — oeven. ^ 

4018. Did it occur to you to inquire at what rates on the city books any of those 
houses were valued r-No ; I had not the least idea that the city valnalion would 
be taken at all as a criterion to ascertain the value of those houses. 

4019. You think the valuation for the purposes of taxation has no relation 
whatever to the vakiation for the purposes of voting?— I am certain of it, for 
i nave had a good deal of expenence. 

4030. That IS to say, that houses may appear above the value which ouvht to 
entitle them to be registered, and houses may appear under the value which”ouvht 
to entitle them to be registered upon the city books ?— Certainly, that is mv 
opinion. *' 

4021. With reference to the general rate of valuation in that district, what value 
would you set upon the house of this Joseph Ahern ?— I think he ou^ht to be 
valued at bl. or 7/. certainly, m proportion to the idea I have of the rate that other 
houses were valued at. 

4022. Then your idea is, that from 20 to 25 per cenft is the difference between 
the valuation amount and the real value of the house, generally spealdno- 5_When 
I was upon the valuation jury, we allowed a great deal more than that in some 
cases. J here is a local Act in Cork exempting houses let to poor tenants, and the 
most liberal construction was always given to this Act by the grand juries, valua- 
tors, parish constables, and all; and when 1 was upon the valuation jury in 1828 
me last general valuation, we gave a most liberal construction to this • we passed 
houses without valuing them that would have been worth more than 10/ hun- 
dreds of houses. 

4023. What year was that in r — In 1828. 

4024. You have not been upon it since ? — No, I have not. 

4025. In that jury, at what rate of allowance did you put the houses gene- 
rally below their real value ?— We kept a scale. We valued a house in a Street 
^ithput leference to the rent, and then we valued other bouses there in proportion 
to that. If oneTibuse wa's valued at 5I., and we conceived another house to be a 
pound or two more, we kept up the scale, without reference to the rent. 

402G. What was your scale with reference to the real value ?— We had no fixed 
scale. We made a valuation of - a house, and we kept up the scale. We valued 
houses of diat description a great deal lower than we did more valuable houses. 

4027. You were sworn upon that occasion ? — Certainly. 

4028. What were you sworn to observe upon thatjury?— To do justice, I pre- 

sume; and we did. It was a very equitable valuation. I was forced to be upon 
thatjury. ^ 

4029. You were bound to value, and ascertain distinctly and separately the vearly 
value of each house, and so forth ; were you not?— I believe so ; and we did" it. 

4030. In what way did you proceed to ascertain the yearly value of each house 
w premises ?— We ascertained, to the best of our knowledge, the different places. 

^ur object was to keep a scale that one man should not be valued hi<rher tlian 
another. ° 

403^. Was it not the object of the Act of Parliament, that you, as valuators, 
should put the real value upon each house or premises? — I think not. 

4032. Then what was the object of the Act of Parliament ?— I do not know 
what the object of the Act of Parliament was ; but what we conceived we were bound 
to do was, to make an equitable fair valuation, and we certainly endeavoured to 
mai<e tliat. 

4033. Were you not sworn, to the best of your knowledge, skill, and jud<mient, 

to execute the office of valuator without favour or affection or ill-will to aiiv person 
whatever ? — Certainly. ' ^ 

4034- Were you not also required, under this Act, to value and ascertain dis- 
’iicily and separately the yearly value of each house? — Not as between landlord 
aiid tenant. 

4035. llieii you did not ascertain the yearly value of each house ?— No, I 
|o not think we did. There were fourteen of us; we bad no object but to'do 
JUS ice. We put an equitable proportionate value upon each house. 

2 4 4036, What 
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4036. What do you mean by a proportionate value? — That one house should 
not be valued higher than another in proportion. If one house was valued at 5/. 
and the next house was worth 7Z., vve put on a pound or two more. 

4037* Were vou to value anj’ house under ^l. ? — No; no dwelling-house. 

4038. Under'’ those circumstances, were you not bound to ascertain the value of 
a house before you could say whether it was worth 5/. or not ?— The housesjet to 
poor tenants, we were not at all particular in valuing.’ We did not wish tO' 
encumber the valuation-book with premises that we conceived would never be made 
available ; and giving the most liberal construction to the Local Acts, which was 
always given. 

4030. Whose duty was it to give relief in cases of poor tenants ; was it yours, 
or the -wand jury’s?— It was the duty of both, I conceived ; it was always given 
by both ; by not valuing, and also by grand juries in relieving any that they thought 
fit of those that were valued. 

4040. You did not conceive it to be part of your duty, under your oath, to ascer- 
tain the real value of any house whatever r — We ascertained, to the best or our 
bnowledoe, the relative value of the different houses. 

4041. You did not consider it to be your duty, under your oath, to ascertain the 

real value of anv house whatever ? — I dare say that in the different districts we got 
some idea as to the value of the houses, and then we kept a scale ; but our object 
was to have a conscientious and fair valuation. ^ _ 

4042. Y’ou conceived that a conscientious valuation under this Act of Parlia- 
ment meant a relative, not a positive, valuation ?— Certainly. _ 

4043. By what particular* house did you begin that relative valuation r— The 
first house we valued was a house in North Main-street, and we put a value upon 
that. W*e endeavoured to ascertain the value of the houses there, and we put a 
value upon them. 

4044. What was the real value of that house in North Main-street with which 

you began r— I cannot state that j we ascertained the value of it, and then we took 
off some per-centage. _ • 

4045. What per-centage did you strike off? — I cannot state that now ; it is so 
long ago. 

4046. How long ago is it? — It is nearly 10 years. 

4047. Did you, or'did you not, ascertain tlie real value of any one house during 
that valuation ?— W'e certainly did ; we took every means in our power to find out 
the value, and the relative value. 

4048. What difference did you make between the value and the relative value? 

We had no fixed difference ; our object was to keep up the same scale of rela- 
tive value. • • I I 

4049. You mean to say, that having taken a solemn oath to ascertain the value 
of each house, that was the way you proceeded with your work -—Certainly ; to 
keep up the scale without any partiality. 

4050. But whether the scale was right or wrong did not enter into your consi- 
deration? — Our object was more to keep up the scale. 

4051. In what way could you keep up the scale, unless you ascertained in the 
first instance the real value of certain premises ?—VVe certainly must have ascer- 
tained that in the first instance. 

4052. Then what abatement did you consider proper from the real value?— We 
had no fixed abatement. 

4053. That is to say, you sometimes abated 10 per cent., sometimes 20, some- 
times 30, and sometimes 40? — We had no fixed abatement whatever. 

4054. Then you did not conceive that your oath bound you to ascertain the value 
in any way whatever?— 1 do not conceive that our oath bound us to ascertain the 
rent. 

4055. Did you in any instance ascertain the rent ? — V» e did, certainly.^ 

4056. From that ascertained rent what abatement did you maker— We had no 
fixed abatement to make. In tlie middle part of the town, where we commenced, 
we ascertained the rent, I presume, of the house, and we took off something , 
dare say we ascertained the rent in the North Main-street when we valued the first 
house at 30/., and wc endeavoured to keep the scale. 

4057. What did you ascertain to be the rent of that house ?— I cannot tell. 

40';8. What was the real value of that house which you valued at $oi. 

■ ^ X should 
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I should suppose that we conceived it to be worth 35 1 . ; that is in the middle part 
of the town ; we were more liberal as w'e went out to the suburbs. 

4059. In that case, then, the abatement was between 13 and 14 per cent. ?— 
Yes. 

4060. In the outer parts of the town, what abatement did you make there? — 
A great deal more. Under the local Act we valued very few houses between 5 /. 
and loZ. ; the only exception we made was, that we valued every public-house 
that we met with. 

4061. What abatement upon the real value did you make, witli reference to 
those public-houses, in your valuation? — I cannot tell; we allowed some perhaps 
as high as 50 per cent. ; w^e may have valued a house that was worth 10 /. at 5/. 

4062. Do you mean to say that you never valued any house at 5 L that was not 
worth 5 /. ? — Certainly not ; and a great deal more. 

4063. In estimating houses to be of the value of 5 I, did you make any abate- 
ment ot the real value? — Any house in the whole district, of which we conceived 
the extreme value was 5 we did not value at ail. 

4064. Supposing the extreme value was 6 would you value it? — In some cases 
we may have done so, but in most cases vve did not. 

4065. If a house was valued at 7 Z. of real value, would you put that in? — We 
would, just the same as 6/.; but we passed over hundreds of houses worth 10 Z. 
a year. 

4066. And you thought that when you passed over hundreds of houses worth 10/. 
a year, you were fulfilling the solemn obligation of the oath by which you were bound 
to ascertain distinctly the yearly value of each house within the city? — Certainly ; 
we did what all preceding valuation juries did ; we had no object but justice. 

_ 4067. You conceived it consistent with justice to make this sort of relative scale, 
differing for the centre of tlie town from that for the exterior part? — Certainly we 
did ; we conceive it is always done. 

4068. And that is the way in which the whole of the city of Cork has been 
valued ? — Certainly. 

4069. In no instance did the valuators ascertain the real value of the houses? — 
In some instances we did ; we ascertained what was the value of a house in a 
street. 

4070. Will you state that you ascertained the value of any one house in any 
one street, except the first one that you mentioned in your valuation of 1828? 
We certainly did ; we would not be such fools, 14 of us, as to go and value a 
house without some data ; we ascertained the value of one house in a street, but 
we did not ascertain the value of every house. 

4071. Did you enter every house that you valued? — Certainly we did, back 
and front, that vve could get into. 

4072. What was the use of your entering every house if you did not put a 
value upon it? — To satisfy ourselves whether we should value it, and if so, what 
valuation ; because a house may not be of the value of 5 and there may be a 
back place of the value of 1 Z. or 2 Z. That was one of the most equitable valua- 
tions that there ever was in Cork. 

4073. It was a valuation liy which you, as a sworn valuator, would stand or 
fall? — Certainly. If we erred at all, it was in giving too great effect to the local 
Act towards the poor. 

4074. Do you mean that you were too severe ? — No, the other way. The object 
of the local Act, or what we conceived the object of the local Act, was to exempt 
the pocr. 

4075. And therefore you did not conceive it part of your duty to ascertain the 
real value of individual premises ?— We endeavoured to ascertain tlie value of everv 
house as well as we could, and lo put a relative value upon it. 

4076. But you cannot state what deduction from the real value you put down 
in the books? — I cannot; in some cases it did not amount to lO or 15 per cent., 
and in other cases 50 per cent. 

4077. That you conceive was carrying out the intentions of the Act of Parlia- 
ment? — It was always done before. 

Did you consider that as carrying out the purposes of the Act of Parlia- 
ment, and a fulfilment of the oath wliich you took as a valuator? — Certainly, under 
the local Act of Parliament. 

4079* In your recent valuation in Fair-lane, what steps did you take to ascertain 
the value of those houses of which you have .spoken? — We endeavoured to ascer- 
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tail! the rent as much as we could, because we conceived that if a man paid lo/. 
for liis house, that was quite enough •, and if we could not ascertain the rent, then 
from the neighbours we got the best information we could ; and in any doubtful 
houses we put down what’ the tenant paid, and we satisfied ourselves as much as if 
we had been sworn. 

4080. You satisfied yourselves as accurately in this valuation as you did in that 
of 1828? — For myself I must say I did. 

4081. Upon the same general principles ? — No, because this valuation may be 
taken as regards rent; and if a man pays 10/., it is value for 10/. ; but in the 
other valuation a man might pay 10/., and-yet he might not be valued at all. 

4082. But was not it your duty to value them ? — We did not conceive it vvas. 

4083. You did not conceive it was your duty to value every house of the value 
of 10?.? — I conceive there are many houses that ought to be valued at lo^. that 
were not valued then. 

4084. Did you not omit, out of that valuation, houses which you believed to be 
of the value of 10/. ? — No doubt of it, and more. 

4085. Upon what principie did you do that? — Upon the principle of the local 
Act of Parliament, that exempts houses let to poor tenants. 

4086. What is the principle that the Act of Parliament lays down, as to what 
are poor tenants? — I never read the Act of Parliament. 

4087. You have no knowledge of that Act of Parliament, the provisions of 
which you swear to observe ? — My opinion always was, that houses let to poor 
tenants were exempted, and that houses not worth 5I. were to be exempted; 
I do not know whether I ever read the Act of Parliament. 

4088. Do you remember being sworn ? — I vvas sworn as a valuator. 

4089. And' you never thought it worth your while to ascertain what was meant 
by executing the office of valuator, to the best of your knowledge, skill, and 
judgment? — Indeed I satisfied my own conscience as a valuator; there were 14 of 
us ; we had no object but to do justice. 

4090. You considered it to be doing justice to leave out houses from the valua- 
tion that were of the value of 10/.? — Under all preceding valuations, and under 
that local Act of Parliament ; we had the different valuation books before us ; it was 
no commencement of a practice; it was always done before; I have the old 
valuation books here. 

4091. Mr. Beamish.l Do you mean to say that you never, previous to entering 
on this valuation, ascertained upon what principles you were to value, or under 
what Act of Parliament, or under what clauses of the Act of Parliament, you were 
to value? — We were sworn to do our duty, which, I think, we very religiously 
observed ; and we got directions from the grand jury ; what directions they were, 
I am sure I do not recollect now ; Mr. Cuthbert was the foreman of the grand 
jury. 

4092. Were they written directions ? — I conceive not ; 1 believe verbal. 

4093. Did you not refer to the Act under which you were to value? — I do not 
know that I ever read that Act of Parliament. 

4094. How could you proceed to act unless you either had written instructions, 
or had referred to the Act of Parliament? — I do not know whether I read it or 
not, but we adhered strictly to the directions we got, and did our duty. 

40Q5. You satisfied yourself that having received directions from the grand 
jury, it vvas unnecessary for you to read the local Act of Parliament ?-— I thought 
so. We were conscientious men, and we observed our oaths, and adhered to the 
directions we got. 

4096. Did you conceive, as conscientious men, that you were doing your duty 
by not referring to the Act of Parliament under which you were bound to value 
those houses? — If we had considered it our duty to refer to the Act of Parliament, 
I suppose we should have done so. 

4097. Should you conceive that in proceeding to act without reading the Act 
of Parliament, you had done strictly what you were bound to do? — No doubt of 
it; we did our duty very conscientiously, whether we read the Act of Parliament 
or not. 

4098. Are you not aware that it is under that local Act that you were sworn? 
— I do not know what Act we were sworn under. 

4099. You took the directions of the foreman of the grand jury, and under those 
directions you proceeded to value? — The foreman of the grand jury and some of 
the members were there when we were sworn, and we go/” directions from. them. 

Mr. 
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Mr. Lane, I believe, was there, and Mr, Pope, the secretary to the grand jury. 
We got directions, and we observed them very conscientiously, 

4100. Mr. Beamish.^ Did not that valuation give great satisfaction? — I think 
it did. 

4101. Had it not been the habit of former valuators, when they came into a 
street of houses of a low value, rather to pass them by if they did not conceive them 
to be of the full value of 1 0 1. ?— Any house which we conceived to be of the value 
of 10/. that was not let to lodgers, we would certainly not pass it by without 
valuing It ; but any house that we were satisfied was worth loh, that we saw let 
to lodgers, we frequently did not value. There were several houses that we did 
not value. 

4702. You passed them by altogether? — We passed them by altogether. 

4103. Was the book which you had of the valuation of ormer juries a cruide 
to you in any way as to your proceedings?— It was certainly a very great guide. 

4104. When you came into a street in which you found they had valued only 

two or three houses, or had not valued any, how did you proceed then? I think 

we adhered to the former mode as much as possible. If we came into a street 
where we did not find any house valued, and we saw a house that ought to be 
valued, we valued it. We were rational men, and we exercised a sound, dis- 
criminating judgment, and we gave the poor the benefit of that local Act of Par- 
liament. 

4105. Then the Committee is to understand that whenever you came into a 
street with a number of poor tenements, between 5/. and 10/. in value, you always 
construed the Act of Parliament in a very liberal way?— We did, in the most 
liberal way. 

4106. Mr. Serjeant /flcfeoM.] How did you construe the Act of Parliament 
without reading it ? — -Almost every person in Cork knows that there is a local Act 
of Parliament excepting houses let to poor lodgers ; but verv few persons read 
the Act of Parliament itself. I do not know whether I ever read that Act of Par- 
liament. 

4107. Y’ou were understood to say that you did not set a value upon the 
houses according to their real value, but that you discriminated, and you made a 
difference in regard to houses in more central parts of the town and those upon 
the outskirts? — Certainly; we commenced in the middle of the town, and we 
valued a house there at 30/., and we kept up that scale ; and when we came to 
Patrick-street we found that the scale was too high, and that the valuation there 
was on too high a scale. We kept up that scale in the middle of the town, in the 
business part of the town ; then when we went to the outskirts, we adopted a 
different mode. 

4108. In adopting that different course in the outskirts, you did it with a 
view to follow put the spirit of this Act of Parliament? — Certainly. 

4109. Considering it your duty, then, to follow out the spirit of the Act of 
Parliament, how was it possible for you to follow out the spirit of it, without 
knowing what the Act of Parliament was? — We knew the substance of it. We 
got full directions from the grand jury, and we adhered to those directions reli- 
giously and conscientiously. There were very few houses in the principal streets 
that we did not value. 

4110. Did you omit from the valuation any houses which were in your judg- 
ment of the value of. 10/., that were not occupied by poor lodgers ?— I do not 
think we did. 

4111. Do you consider now that you valued every house that was of the value 
of 10/., provided it was not occupied by poor lodgers? — We were not particular 
about the word ” poor,” but any house that we considered of the value of 10?., 
and that was held by the occupier, I think I may safely say that we valued! 

I think we did not leave a house in Cork that we conceived to be of the value 
of 10/., that M^as occupied by the owner, that we did not value. 

4112. Did you pass any house of the value of 8Z. occupied by the owner 
himself? — We may have done so ; my opinion is, that we did some. 

4713. Was it your intention so to do?— We had no intention but that of doing 
justice. 

4114. Do you conceive it was doingjustice if you passed by a house that you 
in your conscience believed to be of the bona Jide value of 8/. per annum, if the 
house was occupied by the owner of the house himself? — I think we found very 
few ijouses of the value of 8/. solely occupied by the owner that vvc did nut value. 
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4115. Was it your principle to include in the valuation houses that you believed 
to be of the value of 8/., provided they were occupied by the owner of the house? 

We had no fixed principle ; I conceive there are very few houses of the value of 

8/. that were valued by us then. 

4116. Is that because they were, generally speaking, not occupied by the 
owners, or for any other reason? — What I meant to say was, that there are very 
few houses, solely occupied by the owners, worth 8/., that we valued. We valued 
very few houses worth from 5/. to 10/. 

41 1 7. Did you intentionally pass over houses that were of the value of 8/., pro- 
vided they were inhabited by the owners? — We did not do anything intentionally; 
we followed the guide that we had, and we exercised our own judgment ; and we 
had no object in view but that of justice. We may have passed houses. 

41 1 8. What do you mean when you say that you did not do anything intention- 
ally ? Surelv you must have had some. principle to guide you in the valuation. 
Was it the principle guiding that valuation to pass over houses that you believed 
to be of the value of 8/., if they were occupied by the owner? — We had no fixed 
principle ; but if the house was solely occupied by the owner, and worth 8/., I rake 
ittliat we would value that house. 

4119. Do you think you did so accordingly ? — I dare say we did in some cases, 
but in many cases we did not. 

4120. Would you think it acting fairly between man and man, and towards 
the inhabitants of Cork generally, to act in that way, charging one man who was 
the occupier of a house worth 8/. per annum, and exempting another man who 
was the occupier of a house just as good worth 8/. per annum? — We would not 
make that inequality. If we valued a house of one person that we conceived worth 
8 1., solely occupied by him, and we found another house of equal value solely 
occupied by another owner, we would not value one and pass the other. 

4121. That being the case, can you have any doubt that you did, generally 
speaking, as the rule that governed you, include in your valuation those that were 
occupiers and owners of houses worth 8^. ? — Not all ; because we did not go to 
the extreme rent at all. We may value one house at 8 and it is possible that 
another house in the same neighbourhood may be as valuable, and we may value 
one and not the other; but, generally speaking, we passed few houses, that were 
solely occupied by the owners, of that value. 

41 22. Did you pass any of them intentionally ? — I do not know whether we did 
or not. We did it conscientiously ; but my own opinion is, that we may have 
passed some. 

■ 4123. Do you mean that you may have done it accidentally, or that you did it 
on purpose? — I do not think we did it on purpose. 

4124. Then you did not intentionally pass over any houses of the value of 8/., 
solely occupied by the owner? — I do not know that we did many; we did none 
intentionally. 

4125. Did you intentionally omit from your valuation houses of the value of yL 
a year, and which were solely occupied by the owner? — I think 7Z. would be going 
too close ; but I could not say that we did pass many houses of 7 /. a year. 

4126. Intentioualiy ? — Intentionally, for we passed no house except inten- 
tionally. 

4127. Then your impression is, that the rule that governed your valuation was, 
to pass by all houses that you estimated at the value of 7/., even though they 
were in the occupation of the ovvners? — I think so; we valued very few houses 
solely occupied by the owner of the extreme value of 7I. 

4128. Did you intend to value any that were so circumstanced ?— We entered 
into no resolution about it ; we did not value any place up to the rent. 

4129. Are the Committee to understand that you had a fixed rule guiding you? 
— The object was to have a relative valuation ; and if we valued a house of 8/. a 
year belonging to one man, and we found another house equally valuable belonging 
to another, we would value both. 

4130. Though they were in your judgment worth only 7 /. ? — I cannot say ; we 
may or may not. 

4131-2. Can you say whether you intended to do it ? did you intend to omit in 
your valuation the whole class of houses which in your judgment were worth 7/., 
even ttiough they were in the occupation of the owners? — No, we did not intend 
doing any such thing; we had no fixed intention, but we did not go to the extreme 
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■value of the house, if we saw a house worth 6/. or -jl . ; I dare say we valued very 
lew houses of the value of 7/. . 

4133- Suppose you ascertained beyond all doubt that a certain bouse was of the 
value of 7 /. a year, and that that house was in .the- sole occupation of the owner of 
the house, would you consider it your duty to include it in the valuation, or to 
•exclude it from the valuation ? — I think we considered it our duty to exclude it, 
according to the scale we observed. 

4134. What is there in the local Act to warrant that, where the house was in 
the exclusive occupation of the owner?— There is nothing in the local Act ; we 
observed a scale, and we adhered to it. 

4135- Did you not consider that the Act intended to visit with taxation all houses 
ot the value of .5/. and upwards which were not within the exception arising from 
the circumstance of their being occupied by poor lodgers'?— ^We considered that the 
Iwal Act intended to give the greatest relief to poor people, and we gave the same 
eltect to It that all preceding valuation and grand juries did, 

4136. What M-as the difference between the returns made' by the constables, and 
■the valuation you made ?— It was upon our valuation that the constables made their 
return, and they exempted a great many people that were poor. 

4137* Upon what ground did they exempt them ? — I presume being let to poor 
tenants, or waste. 

4138. W as there any other circumstance that would entitle them to be exempted 
by virtue of the provisions of the local Act, except that of being tenanted by' poor 
lodgers, or being waste ? — I believe not. 

4139 ’ ^ valuator, would it not have been your duty to have valued every 

house that was of 5/. and upwards, if it was not waste, and if it was not inhabited 
•by poor lodgers ?— Generally speaking that ought to be the case; but we did not 
find It acted upon m that way, and we did not make a law for ourselves. 

4140. But does it not appear that you did make a law for yourselves, because 
you valued upon a principle different from that which the Act of Parliament pre- 
scribes — We acted upon tlie principle of preceding juries. 

4141 • The Act of Parliament prescribes, “ That such valuators, or any three or 
more of them, shall have full power, and are hereby required to value and ascertain 
d^tinctly and separately the yearly value of each house, dwelling-house, out-house, 
omce, store, cellar, stable-yard, and linny, except as hereinafter excepted, within 
the said city of Cork, and the suburbs thereof, and shall, after making out such 
valuations, reduce the same to writing,” and soon. Now, here are the exceptions: 

Provided nevertheless, that the said valuators shall not include in their valuation 
any house, _ premises, or buildings exempted from being charged by an Act passed 
in Ireland in the 13th and 14th years of ids present Majesty’s reign, intituled, ‘ An 
Act for the better and more certain valuation of Houses in Counties of Cities 
and Counties of Towns,’_ nor any cabin or house which is or shall be under the 
yearly value of 5/., anything in this Act contained to the contrary in anywise not- 
withstanding.” Now, the exceptions in the former Act are these : “ That no hos- 
pitals, public infirmaries, almshouses, charily schools, public workhouses, custom- 
houses, or the offices appui tenant thereto, and that no public exchanges, mayoralty- 
houses, public market-houses, shambles for the sale of flesh or fish, the Kina’s 
barracks and guard-houses, the public coal-yards, and gaols, and houses of correc- 
tion, now built or hereafter to bo built, shall be included in any valuation” ?— 
We adhered to that ; I believe we exempted those places. 

414‘4:. The Act of Parliament, prescribing what the duty of the valuators is, says, 
•that they are to value all those who are not excepted in the clause which has been 
read to you. Now, the oath of the valuator is, that he will, to the best of his 
“ knowledge,_ skill, and judgment, execute the office of valuator in the parish of” 
so-and-so, “ in and for the parish of” so-and-so, “ in the county of the city of 
Cork, without favour or affection, malice or ill-will, to any person or persons what- 
soever.” Of course that is, that he is to value according to the rate and manner 
prescribed in the Act? — Yes. 

4143* Now did you follow the Act of Parliament in what yog have done ; or 

ffid you not, to use your own words, make an Act of Parliament for yourselves'? 

we did not; we followed the plan adopted before us; we followed the dictates of 
our consciences, and we thought we were doing justice. 

4144* You know that you were not sworn to do as former juries did ; but you 
were sw'orn to value according to the best of your skill ?~We got the former books 
as a guide to us, and they were a guide to us, at the same time that we were not 
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entirely governed by them ; it was not for os to deviate from the plan that had 
been acted upon for years. . . , 

4145 The Act of Parliament requiring that all houses m the city 01 Cork, not 
under the value of 5 I, and which were not public buildings, should be valued, 
were you not departing from the Act of Parliament, when you omitted to value 
houses worth 7/. a year, in your judgment? — We did not conceive that we were 
deviating from our duty ; we did not conceive it was our duty to value any place 
up to its extreme value j a house worth 7 Z. a year in the poor districts was valued 
at 5/. There are very few houses in the middle of the city not worth 7 Z. a year; 
if it was valued at 5 1 . it would not be any great reduction. 

4146. Would not you, in estimating the value of a house, take into your con- 
sideration the situation ? — No doubt of it. 

4347. Taking the situation into account, and finding, notwithstanding the situa- 
tion, that the house was really and bondjide of the value of 7 Z. a year, and that it 
was not a public building, surely it would be your duty, under the Act of 1 arlia- 
ment, to value that house ?— If we found the situation likely to be a rising one, and 
we thought we could conscientiously value the house at 7 Z. a year, I dare say we 
would feel it our duty to value it. 

4148. Were you governed by that principle?— We were governed by no fixed 
principle, but in our consciences we adhered to the scale that we commenced 
with, that there should be no partiality ; and there were very few complaints of our 
valuation, except in the middle of the town, where the scale was high. 

4349. Had you any fixed scale or rule to govern you ?— The only fixed principle 
we had was to keep up the same scale throughout; we did not adhere strictly to 
the rent, or to the extreme value, but we kept up the scale according to the yearly 
value of the house ; we had no object in the world but to do justice ; we were not 
influenced by politics in the least degree. Nobody thought at the time that there 
would be any work of this sort about it ; and when Mr. Meagher and I went about 
this last valuation, we had no idea that those books would be held as a criterion ; 
if we had, we would have come prepared to show the Committee that there were 
hundreds of houses in Cork worth 10 Z. a year, mostly let to poor tenants, that 
are not valued. 

4150. Mr. Beamish.'] Did you visit the house of John Buckley, of Bishop-street, 
No. 701 in Mr. Lane’s table? — We did. 

4351. Did you examine it? — Very minutely. 

^352. Can you state what you conceive the value of his premises to be ?— I con- 
ceive it to be worth 10 Z. a year, and I will give my reasons. From the situation, 
we were not so sure of that as we were of Ahern’s house, and we went into the 
particulars to satisfy us. We went into Buckley’s house ; we went first into his next- 
door neighbour’s, Haly’s house, who is also a voter ; they are both pretty much alike, 
and we ascertained the value of Haly’s house. Then we went into Buckley’s house, 
and Haly went with us. The memorandum I have here is, “ A better house than 
Timothy Haly’s, with the addition of a back-house.” We conceived Timothy 
Haly’s to be worth loZ., and we conceived tliis to be a better house, and conse- 
quently worth as much. They are both next-door to each other. 

4153. Mr. Serjeant Jachson.] How many apartments are there in the house of 
Timothy Haly ?— He has two tenants that pay him 1 a week each, that is 
5/. 4s. ; he has his own apartments, that he valued at 6Z. ; and he has a workshop 
that he showed us, where his men were at work, worth 2Z. ; making the valuation 
13Z. 45. We conceived that that was worth 3 0 /. Then we went into his next- 
door neighbour’s house, and we found it a better house, and we did not think it 
necessary to go into particulars in Buckley’s house, it being a better house than 
Haiy’s, with the addition of a back-house. 

. 4154. What sort of repair is Buckley’s house in?— Very good ; they are new 

houses, built bv themselves. 

4155. Did Buckley occupy the whole himself?— No ; there are few houses up- 
there occupied by the people themselves. 

4156. They are all let' out to lodgersr — Almost all. 

4357. How manv apartments did Buckley let? — Idonotknow. 

4158. Can you state whether Buckley occupies the house himself, or lets it out 
to lodgers ?— He lets part of it out to lodgers. . 

4359. How much ofil?— I cannot say ; it is a very good slated house, with a 

sround-floor and an up-stairs, and a back-house in the rear of it. 
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41 60. Is that near St. Finn Barrs ? — It is ; it is above the Bishop’s Gate, between 
that and Brandy-lane ; it is within three or four houses of Brandy-lane Corner. 

4161. Is k upon the left-hand side of the way as you go up from the Bishop’s 
Gate ? — It is;_ it was built lately upon a bit of waste'ground that was there. 

4162. And it seemed to be a house newly built? — Perhaps within three or four 
or five years. 

4163. Chairman.'] Since 1833? — I should suppose about 1833. 

4164. Mr. Beamish.] You do not know when it was built? — No, I do not. 

4165. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Did the man tell you when it was built? — No, 
Buckley was not at home. 

4165*. Would you in all cases consider it a satisfactory criterion of the value, 
the amount of the weekly rents which a man lets his rooms for? — With a fair 
deduction. 

4166. What deduction would you think fair? — Rather a liberal deduction. 

4167. What do you call a liberal deduction ? — Perhaps 20 or 25 per cent. 

4168. You would take 25 per cent, off the nominal amount of the weekly pay- 
ments ?— Certainly. 

4169* think that even 50 per cent, would not be an unreasonable 

allowance to cover all losses ? — In a few cases it might be so ; but, generally speak- 
ing, I think 20 or 25 per cent, would be sufficient, because those weekly rents are 
generally very well paid ; I am told they are the best paid rents in Cork, for they 
seldom Jet them go into arrears ; they do not miss 10 d. or i^. a week. 

4170. Then they turn them out if they do not pay? — They do, very generally. 

4171. Would not the consequence of this be, that those tenements must be very 
frequently unoccupied? — I do not find that they are unoccupied, there is such a 
dense population in the poor districts. 

4172. You do not think that the owners of those houses who let out their tene- 
ments by apartments to weekly lodgers are often at a loss in consequence of the 
rooms being vacant? — I do not think they are, for they are upon the spot them- 
selves, and the rents are generally paid, I understand. 

4173- you happen to be the owner yourself of houses let out in that way? 
— No ; I have three houses, and they are let out to three workmen of mine. 

4174. The whole house to each ? — The whole house to each. 

4175. Then you are not in possession of any tenement occupied in this way, let 
out in rooms ? — No. 

4176. Do you happen to know whether there is a great deal of wear and tear 
occasioned by the letting out of rooms in that way to poor people ? — There must 
be, but I think 25 per cent, is sufficient allowance. I understand that they are better 
paid than houses that are let entirely to one tenant each. 

4177. Are not they a very poor description of persons? — They are; but the 
lodger of one of those rooms gets his weekly w-ages, and his landlord takes care 
that he gets his i s. or \od. a week, or whatever it may be. 

4178. Do you think that 25 per cent, would be a sufficient allowance to cover 
all the losses to which a landlord is subjected by reason of the wear and tear of 
premises occupied in that manner, and likewise by the circumstance of the rent 
not being punctually paid, and by the circumstance of the premises being vacant 
unavoidably for some portion of the year? — I do; generally speaking, I think 25 
per cent, would be a very fair thing. 

4179. But you would not consider yourself so good a judge upon that as a 
person that was in the habit of letting out houses in this way? — I would not put 
my opinion in competition with that of anyone else in this way; but generally 
speaking, I am told that they are the best-paid rents in Cork. I know one gentle- 
man, a Mr. Maurice Daly, who has let out his houses in that way. I am told that 
he gets his rents most regularly paid. 

4180. Do you know Mr. Young? — I do. 

4181. Is he a very respectable citizen of Cork? — He is; and he has a good 
deal of property of this description. 

4182. Let out in apartments ? — Yes. 

4’ 83. Would you think him a competent judge of such matters? — Indeed 
I would. 

4184. He is not only a respectable man, but a sensible man? — I dare say, as 
regards his own property, he is sensible enough. 

4*'85. He being a respectable man, and a man that would tell the truth, and 
a nian that has this kind of property to deal with himself, would not he be rather 
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better able to give an opinion upon this particular point than you ?— I should think 
so. I was asked whether I had any houses of my own let in this way ; I let one’ 
of my houses to a workman, and this workman paid me a rent of 1 a week, after 
leaving me. 

4186. Was it only is. a week that he paid for the house?— That was all; 
a small house in my own neighbourhood, for the convenience of my workmen. 

4187. You got 2 L 12 5 . a year for the whole house ? — Yes; the reason of my 
mentioning it is, that when he left me he used to bring me the shilling a week, w’ith- 
out my sending for it. 

4188. What kind of house was it that brought you 2 1 . 1 2 5. a year ?— It was an 
under place ; there were no upper apartments. 

4189. Do you mean that it was under ground? — No, there was no upper 
floor. 

4190. It has one story only, and that upon the ground-floor r — Yes. 

4191. How many apartments in it ?— Two ; a bed-room, kitchen, and a yard. 

4192. And in good repair ? — He expected, while he was with me, that I should 
keep it in repair, and I did keep it in repair, for he was my workman, and I did 
not care about a trifle. 

4193. You kept it in good repair, and you considered that was a fair rent for 
the house ?— 1 did, and he brought it to me regularly; but I mention it to give an. 
idea of the regularity with which those rents are paid. 

4194. That workman was a decent man, an honest man ? — He was like the 
general run. 

4195. You do not mean to say that all the w'retched people that inhabit rooms 
in the city of Cork are as punctual as that man, and as respectable as that manr — 
I consider that any that have employment make their rent their first object ; there 
are other men of mine that I see the landlord coming after every week, and he gets 
his rent as regularly as possible. 



Veneris, 2“ die Martii, i838. 



MEMBERS PRESENT. 



Mr. Beamish. 

Mr. M. J. O’Connell. 
Sir R. Ferguson. 

Mr. F. French. 



Mr. Serjeant Jackson. 
Mr. Letroy. 

Mr. Lucas. 

Lord G. Somerset. 



LORD GRANVILLE SOMERSET, in the Chair. 



Mr. Janies Lane, called in ; and further Examined. 

4196. Chairman:] WERE you present at the examination of Mr. Gould on 
the last day? — I was. 

4] 97. Did you hear him state that he was a member of the valuation jury of 
the city of Cork, in the year 1 828 ? — I did ; and I know he was. 

4198. Can you inform the Committee what instructions were given him and 
the other valuators upon that occasion ? — There were no particular instructions 
given, further than that they should proceed to value all the houses fairly and 
relatively. 

4199. Are you quite clear that the instructions given were to the effect that 
they should value all the houses?— All the houses certainly that were of the 
value of 5 1 . and upwards. 

4200. Do you believe that, generally speaking, all the houses of the value 01 
5 1 . and upwards were, or were not, valued upon that occasion ? — At the time 
I conceived they were, but Mr. Gould’s evidence seemed to say that they did 
not value several of the houses. 

4201. Do 
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4201, Do you believe that, generally speaking, they omitted all houses in a 
thstnct of the extreme value of 6 1 . ?— Yes, I think they did, generally speaking; 
they might have admitted some few, but generally speaking they did not value 
j any houses that they conceived of the extreme value of 5 1 . 

1 4202. Do you think Mr. Gould can be correct in saying, in some cases, “ We 

,• may have valued houses of 6 I value, but in most cases we did not” ? I could 

i not say, not being present at the valuation ; but he must know better than me 

4203. What is your opinion, would he and the other valuators have fulfilled 
that which they were sworn to fulfil, if they had not valued houses of the value 
of 6 1 . ?— I think they would not have fulfilled their duty, certainly. 

4204. Is it your belief that they did omit to value houses of 6 1 . value Kenerallv 

or not ? — I should think not generally. ^ ^ 

4205. Vi^ould not the grand jury have felt themselves called upon, if such had 
been the case, to require explanation '-—Certainly, if it came to their know- 
ledge. 

420C. Is it probable that the general omission of houses of the value of 6 1 . 
would not have come to the knowledge of the grand jury ? — I do not think it is • 

I think some person would have spoken of it, and complained of it. 

4207. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.'] Instances to be sure might occur; but if the 
^eat bulk of the houses of G 1 . in Cork had been omitted, would not that be a 
thing that would make a great noise ? — Certainly. 

4208. Chairman.] Mr. Gould, in his evidence in answer to question 4060 
‘Mn the outer parts of the town, what abatement did you make?” says, “A oreat 
deal more than 16 or 17 per cent. Under the local Act we valued very^ few 
houses between 5 1 . and 10 ; the only exception we made was, that we valued 
every public-house that we met with.” Do you believe that he was correct in 
that answer, namely, that they valued very few houses between 5 1 . and 1 0 /. a 
year ? — I know that there are very few houses valued in the out-parts of the 
town, certainly. 

4209. Is it your belief that those valuators in 1828 valued verj' few houses 
between 5 1 . and 10 1 . value in tliat part of the town?— My belief at that time 
was, certainly, that they did value all houses above 5 I 

4210. Do you believe that, in many places, they made an abatement of 50 per 
cent. I never heard so high as 50 ; I heard some of themselves say, that, in 
some places, they made an abatement as high as 30. 

4211. In question 4065, it was put to Mr. Gould, “ If a house was valued at 
/ I of real value, would you put that in ?” and his answer is, “ We would, just 
the same as 6 ; but we passed over hundreds of houses worth 10 1 . a year ” 
Do you believe that to be the fact ?— I could have no idea that they would have 
done such a thing. 

421 2. Do }'Ou think it is possible that that could be a correct statement, and 
not have come to your knowledge ?— From my knowledge of the chai-acter of 
Mr. Gould, whom I know to be a very con’ect and jwoper man, I should not like 
to sav anything that went^to throw the smallest slur upon his character, because 
I believe him to be as upright and honourable a man as possible. 

4213. But, without wishing to imi)ugn the veracity of his intention, do you 
believe that that is a real representation of what took place at that valuation 

I should scarcely think it was ; I think he must have been mistaken in givino- 
that evidence. ° * 

4214. Mr. Serjeant Tac/i-wn.] Must not there be an exaggeration or mistaken 
estimate upon his mind?— That is what I think; I cannot see how anyone 
could pass over a house of 10 1 . value -without valuing it. 

4215- Mr. Beamish.] When you say “ 10?. value,” you mean houses that 
brmg a rent of 10?. ? — From the nature of the valuation I would say so, because 
a house bringing 10/. rent, I should suppose, they would put down at 8? 
or 71 

4216. Then you think that Mr. Gould, in stating that several hundred houses 
of the value of 10?. were passed over, must have made a mistake ? — I should 
think so. 

4217. But, from your knowledge of Mr. Gould, do you think he would state 

anything- that he did not conscientiously believe to be perfectly true ? I am 

perfectly sure that he would not ; I have known Mr. Gouldf a length of time, 
and I have known him to be as correct and proper a man,' in every respect, as 
any man I know ; a man whose word I would believe as well as any man’s. 
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4218. Mr. Serjeant /aefoon.] You say that he would not intentionaUy mis- 
lead the Committee ; but at the same time, from your knowledge of the city of 
Cork, you think he must have been under some mistake or delusion as to them ! 

■.^I tMnk so, as to passing over houses of 101. value. 

4-nq Tliat would be a departure to the extent of 100 per cent, fr-om the 
proper rate of value?— I do not think any jury could be justifiable m passing 
over such a house, because, though the person in it may be poor at the tune 
you come round, that house may be occupied by others in very good circum- 
stances afterwards. . .j , ■ 1 

4220. In fact, it is the tenement, and not the individual, that is valued, and 

that is suhiect to taxation ? — ^Yes. . . 

4021 Chairman:] And then provision is made annually for poor tenants to 
make application to the grand jury to be relieved, in case their circumstances 
iustify that relief?— Certainly. f 

4222. But the Act of Parliament gives no relief to poor persons, so tar as the 
valuators’ duty is concerned? — No. . , , . v u-. 4. • 1 

422^ The valuators have nothing to do mth the inhabitants as poor or rich, 
but it i« their duty to put the real value upon the tenement, and to return that 
value to the grand jury, without reference to any other circumstances what- 
ever ?_i think so, except certain buildings mentioned in the Act of Parliament. 

4024 Except those which are speciaUy excepted in the Act of Parliament, 
and which exceptions do not relate to the circumstances of the mdividual 
holding the tenement? — No. 

Mr. Richard Gould, called in ; and further Examined. 

422<;. Mr. Beamish7\ IN your evidence of the last day you stated that you 
passed over, when you were one of the valuation jury in 1828, sev^al hundred 
houses between the value of bl. and 10?.; do you still consider that that was 
the fact?— I am satisfied that there were some hundreds. 

4226. Between the value of 5?. and 10?. r Yes. ^ 1 u 1 

4227. Can you give the Committee any good reason why that should have 

beendone?— Under the local Act of Parliament. j , f 

4008 The local Act of Parliament specifies that houses under the value ot 
5 ? shall not be valued, but that houses of 5 1. and upwards shall be valued ?-- 
It was always acted upon ; it was the opinion of the then jury that houses let to 
poor tenants, however valuable, were not to be valued. , j . 

4220. Ai’e you still satisfied that you passed over several hundred houses, 
upon that occasion, of upwards of 5?.?— lam satisfied there were some hun- 

*^^4?30. Did you pass by any number of houses that were of the value of 10?. ? 

— Certainly ; no doubt of it. , i r , /x ? 

4221 Can you state what number of houses of the real value of 10?. you 
passed over upon that occasion?— I cannot say; but I will say, and I do with- 
out fear of contradiction, that we did pass some hundreds of houses over 51., 

without valuing some between 5?. and 15?. perhaps. , 

4232. Of the value of 10?. real rent, can you state what number of houses 
you passed over? — It is impossible for me to say that. 

4288 Mr. Serjeant Jacksim.l How many houses were in that division of 
Cork which it was your duty to value?— It was our duty to value the whole 

'’*4234. Did you divide into districts ?— No, the 14 valued the whole city ; it 
was required that 10 should go at least. , „ , 5 t. ■ ■ 

4235. How many houses in the whole city of Cork are there ?— It is impos- 

sible for me to tell. , „ n t 

4236. Have you no idea of it, in round numbers ? — None m the world; I never 

turned my attention to it. . . . 

4237. Having valued all the houses in Cork that were in your opinion propei 
to be valued, have you no idea in round numbers ?— I cannot tell without 
going through the book. 

4238. Can you before the next day of the sitting of the Committee give 
a statement of the number of houses that were valued m the city ot Cork, 
classifying them according to the different amounts at which they were valued, 
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from bl to 101., and from 10^. to 201., and from 201. to 50 ^., and from 501 . to 
100 ?. ? — I will endeavour to do so. 

4239. Mr. Beamish.] In your evidence on the last day, in question 4065 , 
you were asked, “If a house was valued at 71. of real value would you put that 
in ?’ and your answer is, “We would, just the same as 6/. ; but we passed over 
hundreds of houses worth 10 ?. a year ” ? — I think I may stick to that. 

4240. In so doing should you consider that you, as a valuation juryman, had 
acted according to the instructions of the Act of Parliament ?— I conceive that 
we acted, as all previous juries did, without any exception, and as grand juries 
had sanctioned ; and as a proof of it, although our valuation was very lenient as 
regards the poor houses, there was not an assizes since, that the grand juries 
did not exempt a great many of those that we valued. 

4241 . Did you visit the house of Thomas Buckly, of RochweU-lane, men- 
tioned in No. 726 of Mr. Lane’s table? — We visited that houge. 

4242. Did you examine the premises ? — I did. 

4243- Can you state whether it is of the value of 10 ?. a year ?— I think the 
man may lawfully have sworn to that, and I will state my reason : we found it 
a very large house, I believe four windows in length in front with ground-floor 
of course, and^ an upper floor with a fine pleasant southern aspect, and a well of 
spring-water in the back-yard. We found that his two tenants paid him 
4 ?. 15 ^. 4 d., and, valuing his own part at 6 ?., it makes 10 ?. 15 ^. Ad. It has 
a fine pleasant southern aspect, although the approach to it is badtand there is 
a, well of spring-water in the yard, which must add to the value of it ; but upon 
the whole I conceive that the man may very lawfully have registered at 10 ?., he 
paid 4 ?. a year, and expended 40 ?. upon it. 

4244. Mr. Seijeant Jac^ww.] WLat value do you set upon that well of spring- 
water ? — It is worth at any rate 1 ?. a year. 

4245. What degree of value do you add to the house in respect to the aspect? 
It certainly adds to the value ; it has so very pleasant an aspect. 

4246. How much do you think the man could swear to additional value for 
the aspect ?— I dare say it adds another 1 ?. to it ; it is in a poor part of the town, 
but it is a better description of house than I expected to have seen there. 

4247 . How many apartments does the man himself occupy ? — I do not know; 
we found him in bed, in the lower part of it ; he is a watchman, and we found 
it in very neat order. 

4248. Has he more than one room in his own occupation ? — 'He has, 
certainly. 

4249. How many ? — I cannot say. 

4250. Are you sure that he has more than one? — lam quite sui*e he has. 

4251 . Did he tell you so ? — He either told us or showed us, I presume. 

4252. Why do you presume that ? — He valued his own part at 61. a year ; he 
took us out into the back-yard and showed us the well. 

42 . 53 - Did he get out of bed to show you the well? — I think he did. 

4254.^ Are you sui-e that he got out of bed to show you the well of 1 ?. value ? 
He did not value it at 1 ?. ; he came out, and went into the back-yard 
with us. 

4255- And showed you the well? — He showed us the well in the back-yard. 

^ 4256. You are sure that he got out of bed ? — To the best of my opinion he 
did ; lam almost sure that he got out of bed ; the reason that we found him 
in bed was, that he had watched the night before : but, altogether, I satisfied 
myself that the man may register for 10 ?. value, although another person 
might not give 10 ?. a yeai’ for it ; but I do think myself he may lawfully have 
registered as a 10?. householder. 

42.57. Chairman!] You say his lodgers pay 4 ?. 15 s. Ad.-, now what would 
you deduct from that rent? — I think the last day I said 25 per cent., and I 
think that I was rather liberal; I think if we adliered to 25 per cent., it would 
be a very fair allowance. 

4258. If you took off 25 per cent., that would run the 10 ?. a year rather 
hard, in spite of the well and the southern aspect ? — ^Three or four shillings ; it 
is very little. 

4259. Mr. Serjeant Jachson.] You think that house is better than many 
tliat you saw that were valued at 10 ?. ? — Better than some, certainly. 

4260. Better than some of those that were valued at 10?. and registered? — 
Yes; we found in our peregrinations some houses not worth 10?. a year, as 
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we conceived ; and, on inquiring how they came to register, we were told by 
the people, a few of them were registered by the Conservative party. 

4261. Those Conservatives in Cork, in short, play all manner of tricks upon 
you ? — I do not like to refer to it ; but we found the worst description of houses 
occupied in that interest. 

4262. The Conservatives occupy the worst description of houses in Cork?— 
No, on the contrary, they occupy the best. 

4263. Does not it strike you to be a rather curious thing that the worst 
houses should be those registered by the Conservatives ? — e found half a 
dozen of the very worst of them. 

4264. Chairman.'] You mean houses not of the value of 10 ?. ? — ^Yes. 

4265. Mr. Lefroy^ Did you find that any that were registered by that party 
were not worth 10 1. ? — Certainly. 

4266. How many ? — Perhaps we found half a dozen ; we only went to those 
that voted for the Liberal party at the last election, and we found a few of them 
that we could not say were worth 10/. and we asked the people how they 
registered, and they told us that they registered, and we know that they regis- 
tered in the Conservative interest, and voted for them perhaps, with the excep- 
tion of the last election. 

4267. Mr. Serjeant They voted for the Liberal party at the last 

election ? — Yes, for those that voted for the other party at the last election we 
did not, generally speaking, visit. 

4268. How did you prevail upon those Conservatives to vote for the Liberal 
interest ? — ^They were not Conservatives ; they registered through influence in 
that interest. 

4269. Mr. Lefroy.] How do you mean that they have registered through 
influence in that interest ? — If the Committee wish I will refer to them ; there 
was a man of the name of Carey, in Bandon-road ; he voted for the sitting 
member at the last election ; he had always voted the other way before, and we 
went to his place, and we found it certainly not of the value of 10 and he told 
us, what we knew before, that he was then in the employment of Mr. Polekin, 
the jeweller, when he registered, and that he always voted for his party till the 
last election. 

4270. Did he teH you what made him change his line of voting? — 'Perhaps 
he wished to go over to the popular party ; his own inclinations are that way 
I am sure ; and he told me also another circumstance that is very generally 
known. Mr. Polekin is out of business, and he allowed this man an annuity of 
8 1. year, but that since the last election it has been withdrawn ; he told me so 
himself. 

4271. lAx. Beamish.] Did you visit the house of John Cooney, No. 741 in 
Mr. Lane’s table ? — Yes. 

4272. Did you examine it; and do you consider it of the value of 10/.? — 
I do not think we went further than the hall ; we found the man there ; we 
found the houses in that lane, although it is the narrowest in Cork, of an incre- 
dible value, paying rent that really surprised us. We found him there, and on 
inquiidng we learnt that he pays 8 /. a year ; that he has had it ten years, and 
that it is worth 20/. to him. 

4273. Will you state why it was worth 20 /. to him ? — It is a kind of market for 
the sale of old clothes, and a house there is, on that account, very valuable. 
There are but'two houses in that lane registered ; I question if there be a house 
at all valued. We found his next door neighbour registered, Finnessy ; it was 
a house that we did not value at all in the valuation of 1828, nor did the 
supplementary jury value it, but the man showed us a receipt for five guineas, 
half-year’s rent, which he had paid up to September ; and, on asMng his 
neighbours and gossiping there, we were told that that man had made 
4,000/. in that house. He showed us his receipt for his half-year’s rent, and 
I presume he h^ it all himself ; I presume he has no lodgers, for he carries on 
a very extensive trade in this old clothes way. 

4274. Chairman.] It appears that John Cooney is a cabinet-maker ; does he 
sell old clothes too ? — I believe he does ; it is the principal trade in that street ; 
it is the narrowest lane in Cork ; I suppose that two people could not go abreast 
there. 

427,5. Mr. Seijeant Jackson.] Where is this lane ? — It is going from the 
potatoe-market to the Bridewell. 

4276. Cltairman^ 
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4276. C/wirmoji.] How many houses are there in this lane '—There may be 
five; I do not think there are ten. There is a slaughter-house there; but I 
•believe there is not a single house in that lane valued. 

4277. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ Then the value of these tenements seems to 

anse entirely from the occupiers being dealers in this valuable commodity of old 
clothes ( — I should suppose so. ^ 

4278. Who is Cooney’s landlord? — I do not know. 

4279 Would you, on an inspection of the house, value it at 101 Indeed 
I would not ; the rent surprised me. 

^ 42S0. You would not add anything to the value of the house, upon the ima- 
pnat'y score of aspect, or pleasant air, as two people could not walk abresat in 
the lane, and as there is a slaughter-house adjacent ?— Certainly not ; it is a very 
*sagreeable situation ; the rent really astonished us; it is a trade peculiar to 
that neighbourhood ; it is, in fact, I believe, a receptacle for stolen goods 

4281. Then the convenience of this house for being a depository or a recep- 
tacle tor all these old stores, and stolen goods, is the ingredient that formed the 
chief value of this house ? — Indeed, I should think it is ; it is the centre of the 
market there. 

4282. Is the house really intrinsically worth 5l a year?— It is; it is quite 

near the INorth Main-street, a very important street ; it is the first house in the 
lane going down to North Main-street ; the man is a very comfortable man, and 
he keeps it m very neat order ; we really were very conscientious in valuing these 
houses. ® 

you visit the house of Thomas Cavenagh, cooper 
Old Market-place, No. 745 ?— We did. * ’ 

Ws premises, and do you consider them of the value 
01 10(. ihomas Cavenagh, cooper. Old Market-place, pays 91. 10s. Irish- 
has It upw-ards of 20 years. It is a public-house ; and I am quite surprised it is 
not valued. ^ 



4285- Chairman.] How much is that, British currency ? — About 8/. 15.? 

4286. Is it under lease ?— I presume so, as he has it upwards of 20 yeai-s • 
and It is in the business part of the town, the Old Market-place, where there is 
a potatoe-market m front ; but we cannot trace these houses in the valuation 
books ; they change names so often, I found it impossible to trace them, except 
m my own neighbourhood, where I could trace every house. 

4287. Mr. Beamish:] Are you aware that the house is returned in Mr Lane's 

hst as not having been valued at all ?— It is ; it may be valued in some other 
name, but he has had it upwards of 20 years. I endeavoured to trace them 
but i could not do it, except in my o\vn neighbourhood. ’ 

428s. Then, in fact, the names in Mr. Lane’s book are no criterion -—Not 
the least. 



4289. Then are the Committee to understand that the return made by 
Mr. Lane can give them no idea as to the value of the houses registered Cer- 
tainly ; it is no guide whatever. 

4290. Did you visit the premises of John ColUns, Douglas-street, 748 in 
Mr. Lane s evidence ? — I will satisfy the Committee that that house is valued 
in the city-rate valuation. I have it here in the valuation-book without his 
name, “891, in White-street;” it is a house at the comer of White-street- 
It has one door in Douglas-street, and anotlier in White-street, and we valued 
It as early as 1828, in. the name of John Coveney. 

4291. At what did you value it ?— At 7U it is next door to mv own salt and 
hme-works. 

4292. Chairman.] That was the full value that you put upon it? — That was 

what we valued it at for the city rate ; I would value it at 12?. ; I dare sav he 
pays 12?. a year. ^ 

4293. You say that you valued it for city purposes at 7 ; was that the real 
value of the house when you valued it?— It was a fair proportionate valuation 
according to the valuation we put upon other houses in the neighbourhood. 

4294. Do you mean to say that, in the other houses in the neighbourhood you 
made a difference of between 7?. and 12?.?— Certainly ; I have a document that 
would bear me out in that ver)^ street. I have a particular account of that 
•Street, because I know almost every house and every person in it ; I have the 
names here of all the household voters in Douglas-street. The first man that 

‘^•4^- B B 3 I have 
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I have is Thomas Britton, glover; he is valued at and he assured us that 
he pays 14^. rent ; he satisfied us of it when we were there. 

4295-6. When was that?' — Since we received the summons to attend the Com- 
mittee. He is valued at 7 in the city-rate books. 

4297. When? — I believe it was at the valuation of 1828. I find him valued 
under the name either of William Gamble or William Mahoney ; he has one of 
those houses now. I find both of those valued at 7 1 -, and I find that Thomas 
Britton pays 1 0 ^ a yeai* rent. 

4298. Do you mean to say that Thomas Britton’s house is exactly the same 
sort of house as John Collins’s ? — It is a better house, I think ; and it has the 
advantage of being near a potatoe-market. 

4299. But still you valued tliat house, which now pays 10/. a yeai’ rent, at 71 . 
in the yeai’ 1828 ? — Yes. 

4300. Was the house better or worse in 1828 than it is now ? — I should think 
it ought to be better, the situation is improved, and I think it is just as valuable 
now as it was then ; the house certainly must deteriorate something. 

430 1 . It appears that when you were valuing in 1 828, you did not take much 
pains to ascertain what the rents were ? — If we were to ascertain the rent of 
every house, we really would be deceived. 

4302. How came you to ascertain the rent of this house when you were 
going to give evidence before this Committee, and not to ascertain it in 1828, 
when you were sworn solemnly to perform your duty for the city of Cork ? — ^We 
conceived that, if we preserved the scale in the valuation, it did not matter 
whether that scale was high or low, so that we preserved the scale. 

4303. You mean to say that it made no (hfference to the local taxation, 
whether you valued a house at 7/., or 14/., or what ? — If we preserved the same 
scale. 

4304. That ifa scale of a difference of 100 per cent., is not it? — If we kept 
up the relative value that was enough. 

4305. Do you mean to say that, relatively, through the city of Cork, you 
allowed 100 per cent, abatement from the real value? — Certainly not; we 
allowed a very liberal per-centage in the poor districts, but in the centre of 
Cork we valued them very high. 

4306. Do you mean to say that, in those poor districts, you allowed 100 j^er 
cent, in that valuation of 1828 ? — In some particular cases we may have done 
so ; but all the houses are valued in the same proportion. 

4307. Mr. Serjeant J«c/c50M.] Are you able to say what the liberal scale is of 
which you speak? — We had no liberal scale; we gave the most liberal con- 
struction to the Act of Parliament, as was always done. It was no rule of ours ; 
it had been acted upon for years before, since the passing of the local Act ; and 
it is a veiy great hardship that those houses are exempted, because it comes then 
on us to pay. I may mention, to show how high business-places ai’e valued, 
that I took a concern the other day for 56 /. a year, and that is valued in the city- 
rate books at 60 /. ; we valued the ‘business-places very high indeed. 

4308. Mr. Xe/roy.J Upon that valuation you were understood to say you did 
not make the rent a test of value ? — No, we did not. 

4309. How came it that you did make the rent the test of value when you 
went lately for the purpose of giving evidence before this Committee ? — Because 
we conceived that the rent paid would be a greater guide for this Committee 
than any nominal value ; and when we ascertained the actual rent we put it 
down, thinking that was the most conclusive evidence. 

4310. Wliy did you not think it would be equally satisfactoiy evidence of 
value in the former case ? — In the former case we conceived that, without 
reference to'the rent, if we preserved the scale, whether it was high or low, it 
would be doing strict justice. 

4311. How could you preserve the scale without ascertaining the value ? — If 
we ascertained the value of one house in a street we were able to guide our 
judgment by that, and we endeavoured to keep the scale, and to have no par- 
tiality. 

4312. Mr. Beamish^ Are there any others returned in Mr. Lane’s list as not 
valued which are valued ? — There are some others ; there is George Neviil Daly, 
cooper. Barrack-street. He is returned as not being rated ; and I can satisfy 
the Committee that he is rated, and rated sufficiently high. He is rated No. 70, 
in the name of Mary Murphy, who was his mother-in-law, at 12 /. 

4313. Mr. 
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4313. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.'] How do you know that is J t 

the whole of ftem; I lived within a few'doors rfTt foa^ 

I was born m he neighbourhood, and I spent the first 20 orfs years of mv hfe 
in that immediate neighbourhood. o oi .so years oi my lite 

4314. How do you know that that is the house which Mr. Lane refers to = 

—George Nevill, cooper, had no other house ' ' 

dead,'^' Cieorge Nevill, cooper, lived there ?-He is 

he ™ted find ‘hat 

4317., How long has his mother-in-law been dead?— I cannot say The 
mother-in-law had one daughter, who was married to George NeviU Ddy and 
h j a 1 lived together. Before her death he was registered a! a 2oTfieeMdm 
and after her death he registered out of this house. ueeuoiuer, 

43' 8- When did Mrs. Muiphy die f— I have not lived there this 10 or 15 
years ; I suppose some time previous to 1832. 

^^4319- Did she, or did she not, die previous to 1832 1-^1 am satisfied that she 

®^Ueant Jacfetjw.] Are you sure that she was living in 1828 
She was, because we have her name down here. ° 

4321 . But you do not know how soon after that she died ^ — No • but I r»re 
sume It was between that and 1832. ’ ^ ^ 

4322. Chairman.] Why do you presume that she died before 1832, when she 

™?dLd 21 

4323- And that is the reason why you suppose she was dead?— He was 
Ssehdln" previously, and then he registered as a 10 f. 

4324. And your belief of her death previously to 1832 arises from his apnear- 
mg upon the register as a 101. householder ? — That confirms me. 

432,5. Mr. Seijeant Jadson.] Have you any other ground for believing it ?— 

I have a faint recollection of knowing the time of her death, whether it be 
' five or six or seven years, I cannot say. 

I if did this man register out of, as a 20 1. freeholder >— 

- 1 beheve it was in Kifts-lane. 

4327. But certainly within the county of the city of Cork ?— Certainly 
know became of his 20 1. freehold then ?— I do not 

4329. Her death would not affect that ?— No, it would not certainly 

4330. Mr. He may have sold that interest ?— He may. 

D f Patrick Dinneen, mentioned in No 767 '- 

Patrick Dmneen does not appeal- to be valued; he is a tanner; he pays 10 i 

and we were satisfied that having paid 10 1. it was of the value. 

4332. How did you know he paid 10 1. ?— He told us so ; he or his wife 

4333- Hid you ask to see his receipts ?— No, we did not. 

4334- Are the Committee to understand that you examined the premises ?— 
No, we were satisfied that he was paying 10 1. a year ; and from our observation 
we were satisfied that the house was worth 10 1. 

4335- Was your conclusion come to from knowing that he paid 10 /. or from 
your ow-n inspection of the premises, or from the two together ?,— Both. Barrack- 
yeaTs^ extensive street, and it has revived considerably within the last few 

S“'"S vound, should you pass by such a house as 
that, and not bring it into valuation ?— If I passed by other houses of the same 
description let to lodgers, I would not feel myself justified in valuing that ■ but 
ft* pretest “'‘51 followed in the steps of 

wnfF?' ■ Tv ® “°fi® i“ vvhich that jmy proceeded to 

whirl,' .‘^‘™s‘fi®"'0®f.l'beral construction to that local Act of Parhainent, 
wiiicJi gives them such discretionary power. 

4338- Supposing you were to go upon a valuation under that local Act of 
T-™ ®SO"i, should you consider, after all that has passed here, that you 
ae doing your duty to pass by that house?— I think it would be better to 
" B 4 place 
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place every house over 5 1 . upon the valuation ; after what has been stated here 
1 1-hinlc I would not feel myself justified in passing that house. 

4339. Had you not learnt something from the examination here, should yon 
have passed that house by upon the old mode of valuation ? — 1 do not think 
I would be justified, from the information that has been given me here, in passing 
it by. It is not the people that are intended to be relieved that are gainers by 
that lenient system, for the lodgers are not benefited at all ; but it is the land- 
lords, for they get more than the rate in additional rent. 

4340. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.'] With respect to this man, you are not sure that 
•you saw him when you went to the house? — No; either himself or his wife.. 
We had no object in view, but to give this Committee every information in our 
power, and we coupled the information we got with the appearance of the 
house. 

4341. Are you certain of the source from which you had the information 
about the amount of the rent ; are you sure w'hether you saw the man ? Either 
himself or his wife ; I cannot recollect now. 

4342. But you did not ask to see the receipt ?— W e might or we might not ; 
we asked to see the receipt in a great many cases. 

4343. Did you ask to see the lease ? — I presume he has no lease ; there are 
very few people of that description that hold by lease. 

4344. Was the person that you saw an acquaintance of yours ? — No ; I do not 
know that I ever saw the man before in my life. 

4345. Nor liis wife? — No. 

4346. Surely you are not in the habit of taking the word of a person that 
you do not know upon a matter of some importance ? — I coupled the informa- 
tion that I got in places that 1 know so well with my own observation. 

4347. Are you prepared to say that the house is worth 10?. a year, indepen- 
dently of this story about the amount of the rent '—Certainly I am ; really the 
rent surprised us. 

4348. Mr. LeJHy.] Are the Committee to understand, that, when you found 
the rent to be of a certain amount, you never took the trouble of valuing the 
house upon its own merits ? — Certainly ; when we found the rent 10 ?., we were 
quite satisfied. 

4349. Then what do you mean by saying that you joined along with the rent 
your own valuation? — We saw the house and the situation of it. 

43, -)0. And yet you did not examine it in those cases ? — No ; when we found 
a rent of 10?. or upwards, we were satisfied. 

4351. And you took the statement of the rent from whoever told you r — We- 
got the best information we could get. 

4352. Did you ask for the receipts ? — In a gi-eat many cases we asked for the 

receipts. . - 

4353. Did you always make it a rule to endeavour to get the receipts .' — No,, 
we did not ; those people generally pay the rent in dribs and drabs, and trifles. 

4354. Mr. Beamish.] Did you -^dsit any other house that appears in Mr. Lane's 
returns as not being valued? — Yes; there is Edward Fitzmaurice, No. 765 on 
Mr. Lane’s table. Mr. Lane is mistaken about that. He is registered as out of 
Mannix-square, and it is called Mannix-street in the valuation-book. It is just 
opposite the Weigh-house. 

4355. Did you visit that house? — We did. 

4356. Will you state the value of that house -—That house is valued at 10 ?. 

4357. Does it appear in the valuation-book ? — It is one of four houses, each 
valued at 10?. a year, under very different names from those living there now, 
except one. 

4358. And this house, which appears under the name of Edward Fitzmaurice 
in Mr. Lane’s returns, you are satisfled is the identical one that is valued in the 
city valuation-book ■— Quite so : it ought to be called Mannix-street ; it is 
valued at 10?. in Mannix-street. 

4359. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] You have no doubt that it should be Mannix- 
street?— It is sometimes called Mannix-square, and sometimes Mannix-street. 

4360. You have no doubt of the identity of the house? — No doubt in the 
world. 

4361. Mr. Beamish.] Did you visit the house of Michael Fitzgerald, of Bar- 
rack-street, carpenter, No. 765 in Mr. Lane’s table r — He appears by Mr. Lanes- 
books to have been valued in the supplementary valuation at 5 ?., and struck off 

1^7 
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"by the grand jury on appeal. The entry I have got is, “ Michael Fitzgerald, 
carpenter ; wife says he pays 10 

4362. Did you examine his premises?— We went in, and saw the exterior; 
and when we ascertained that the rent was 10^., we thought it quite sufficient, 
with my knowledge of the place, for I have a very perfect knowledge of that 
neighbourhood. 

4363. Do you know that the person you saw was that man’s wife ?— She was 
represented to us as the man’s wife. 

4364. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ You had no previous acquaintance with the 
woman? — No. 

4365. Does Mr. Meagher know her ? — I presume not. 

4366-7. Chairman^ Did they know what you were come about? — ^We told 
them, in many cases. 

4368. Is it probable that you did, or that you did not, tell them in this case ? 
— Quite so, either one waj^ or the other. But I can prove, to the best of my 
knowledge, that that house is worth 10 L, and that the infonnation we got is 
correct. 

4369. Was it a lodging-house ? — I believe so ; most of the houses there are 
lodging-houses. 

4370. Mr. Seijeant Jackson.'] But you do not know as to this particular 
house ?— No, I do not. If we had not ascertained the rent to be 10?. a year, 
we would have gone into particulars. 

4371. Do you call that ascertaining the rent, seeing no documentor voucher, 
and not even knowing who the person is that tells you ?— We satisfied ourselves 
that the house is worth 10?. a year. 

4372. Mr. Beamish.] Did you visit a man of the name of John Hickey, in 
Vicker’s-street, No. 8/7 in Mr. Lane’s table ? — We did. 

4373. Can you state the value of his house ? — W^e have it here : “ Good value, 
expended 40?.” 

4374. Chairman.] What are your grounds for saying that it is good value ? — 
He has a very tolerably good house in Vicker’s-street, and a back conceni ; I was 
born in the street, and I am satisfied that it is worth 1 0 ?. a year-. I did not put 
down the rent he pays, but I have expended 40?.” 

4375. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Is it your house? — No, it is not. 

4376. Is that street near the cathedi*al ? — ^Vicker’s-street leads from Dean- 
street up to Bandon-road, commonly called Tom Slurphy’s-lane ; 30 years ago, 
I dare say, that house would bring 30?. a year. 

4377. Mr. jBea7?n‘.9A.] Have you any other case of a man returned by Mr. 

Lane as not being valued, but whom you have reason to believe to be valued ? 

There is Andrew Moore, who is returned, No. 889, as not having been valued, 
and I can satisfy the Committee that he is returned in the valuation in another 
place ; they made a mistake in the name of the street ; he is registered as of 
Shine’ s-yard ; I find him in the valuation-book under the name of Francis- 
street ; the streets run one Into another, there is a 7 nixhm gatherum of places 
there ; and it is really impossible for all parties to agree as to the respective 
names of the places ; it is just opposite the Weigh-house. 

4378. Chairman^] Does this mixtum gatherum of streets not appear in the 
valuation-books at all ? — There is no such place in the valuation-book as Shine's- 
yard. 

4379. What do you call it ? — We have it here as Francis-street ; but he, in the 
registry, calls it Shine’s-yard ; and we had a great deal to do to find it out, 
but we found him in Francis-street, -^-allied under his own name, stable 3?., 
yard 5?. 

4380. Mr. Serjeant Did you ascertain that there was such a place 
as Shine’s-yard? — Yes. 

4381. And that is, in fact, in Francis-street ? — Yes, it is in Francis-street. 

4382. You state that you have now found that there is such a place as Shine’s- 
yard ; is that place in wdiat is called Francis-street ? — I think I may go by the 
city valuation-book, and say that it is in Fmncis-street. 

4383. You saw the place, did not you ? — I did. 

4384- Is that place which you saw' in Francis-street? — Unless I saw it in this 
book, I would not call it Francis-street, for it is detached from Francis-street 
I would not call it Francis-street. 

4385. Then }'ou do not consider the place which you now call Shine’s-yard as 
c c being 
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being situated in Francis-street ? — I do not think it is in Fi’ancis-street, for 
Francis-street runs at the back of the North Friary, and it terminates in the 
New-road ; and this is a large area or yard just at the termination of it, and we 
put it down in our valuation-book as Francis-street. 

4386. Mr. Beamish!] But you are satisfied that the premises appearing here 
as Shine’ s-yard are the same premises as appear in the rate-collector’s book as 
Francis-street ? — ^Yes, at 8 1. value ; we found that he paid 13/. a year for the 
premises he registered out of. 

4387. Mr. Serjeant How did you find that out ? — We found that he 
had left the place between the election and our having visited it ; and we inquired 
of the neighbours what rent he paid, and we were told 13/. a year. 

4388. What neighbour did you inquire of? — ^ Whoever we saw in the place. 

4389. Siu’ely you do not pin your faith to every thing you hear ? — No ; but we 
had our own observation. 

4390. Did you see anybody that- you knew? — No. 

4391. What had you that enabled you to know the rent he paid ? — We were 

shown the place, some stabling concern. - ' 

4392. But your seeing the place would not tell you the rent he paid? — We 
inquired the rent. 

4393. Whom did you inquire of? — Whoever we saw in the nearest place. 

4394. Did you know anj'body that told you the rent he paid ? — We did not 
know the man personally, but we inquired of the next person we saw ; we were 
shown the places he registered out of ; he left the place three months before. 

4395. Surely you are too much a nian of the world, and too much, a man of 
business, to take the word of anybody you may happen to meet with for a fact 
of that description ? — ^W e got the best information we could, and that was 
coupled with our own observation ; we were determined to get the best inform- 
ation we could. 

4396. Mr. Beamish.'] And you took eveiy pains to inform yourselves ? — ’We 
did. 

4397. And that, coupled with your own observation, satisfied you that the 
premises were worth 10 1. a year ? — ^Yes. 

4398. Mr. Lefroi/.] The pains you took to ascertain the value and the rent 
were such as you have- described in the course of your evidence ? — Yes. 

4399. Beamish.] Did you visit the house of Thomas O’Brien, Maxon- 
square, mason, 894 in Mr. Lane’s table ? — I did. 

4400. Do you find him. in the valuation-books ? — I cannot trace that house 
in the valuation, for they change tenants and names so often, and the original 
names remain in the books. 

4401. What do you consider to be the value of the house? — He pays 10 1. 
a year ; we saw his wife in the place, and she told us so ; it is quite contiguous 
to the' butter-market, and I have no doubt that she told us the truth. 

4402. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Are you acquainted with that woman? — 

I never saw her before, but I have no doubt that the house is value for that. 

4403. Mr. Beamish.] Did you visit the house of James Tobmey, Cove-street, 
smith, mentioned in answer 2011 ? — I did. 

4404. Can you state the value of those premises, in your opinion? — ^James 
Toomey pays 7 /• a year ; expanded 20 1. upon the house ; thinks he would get 
•12 /. a )'’ear for it ; I have no doubt it is worth 12 1. a year. 

4405. Chairman.] When did he expend this 20 /. ? — I do not know; since he 
took it ; he has been living there many years. 

4406. Two years, or four years, or six years? — I cannot say; I have no . 
doubt it is worth 10 /. a year. 

4407. Mr. Beamish.] Did you visit the house of Thomas Regan, Hughes’s- 
lane, mentioned in answer 2021 ? — We did; Thomas Regan, Hughes’s-lane, it 
is valued in the city-rate books at 6 /., and 10/. 1 0 6-. is the rent he pays for it ; 
it was valued by the supplementary jury at 6 /. ; we were informed in the house 
that the rent paid is 10 /. 10 s., and I have no doubt it is quite correct. 

4408. Seeing that house valued at 6/. a year in the valuation-books, and paying 
10 /. 10 5., do you conceive there are many other houses in Cork similarly cir- 
cumstanced ; that is to say, which are valued in the rate-books at 6 /., an'd pay- 
ing 1 0 guineas rent ? — A vast number ; I really do not think .there is a sounder 
household constituency in Ireland than we have in Cork. 

4409. Mr. 
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“^uainted with the comti- 

in threlelaLT? ® ‘ “ “ ‘I'® registration and 

m tile elections ?— I do ; I put myself to a great deal of trouble 

oo^tlte ^ °f «- 

4412 Are there any considerahie number appearing upon the register that 
are dead ?— A vast number, either dead or remored. register mat 

4413. A great number dead ?— There must be a great number. 

4oriind ™r“s “ay be such a number as between 

400 and 600 persons whose names appear upon the registry who are dead >— 

maybe 4MofM?de“r‘‘“‘“^ ^at there 

4415- Have you any idea what number of persons there may be imon the 
fpS*7 premises out of which they originally regis- 
tered ?— I think it will be easy toascertain that. ® 

.4416. Ihive you any idea that the number is little short of 1,000 I should 

say more that have lost their votes by death or removal. 

oiitlif wbteb number of those persons who have left the places 

out of whmh they origmaUy registered have re-registered ?— A great manv 

uT** ^”1“ informing the Committee what number there might 

referred to ; that is to say, those who h^ve 
ied, those who have removed and left, and lost the qualification, and those who 
have re-registered f— No, I never turned my attention to it ; I can give a pretty 

Si'bm b wo^HT “m those that have lost their qualificatioS in vLous 
ways , but it would be endless work to distinguish between them. 

pretty nearly the number of each class?— I could 
by deducting those that voted, and 

thfrelSer ® “I”" 

tbirf*™'., that was possessed of a vote 

that was hving, and that did not part with his qualification, came forward and 
voted at the last election .•-—Within, perhaps, 200 or 300 did, in my opinion. 

4421. teyou in a condition to supply the Committee, not only with the 
emftf’ o' ? that did actually vote, but with the number of those that were 

entitled to ‘~d iw ™ opinion of my own about those that were 

entitled to vote, and that did not vote. 

T How do you get to the number that might have voted ?- 

1 think there was a difference of between 200 and 300 who might have voted 
and who did not vote. ® ’ 

do you get at the calculation ?— I take a great deal of interest in 
^ v®’™ g°™„.070>’ the books verji often, and, without actually 
unting the numbers that did not vote, I think if I say between 200 and 300 
It would be as near the mark as possible. 

4424- You have gone into this matter with a great deal of care, and vou 
f *rT "‘“®"tion very much directed to it ; and your opinion is, that the 
Whole of the legal constituency, within 300, voted at the last election i— I think 
SO ; 1 exclude the non-residents altogether. 

4425. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.'} Did not several non-residents vote ?— Several 
uid ; but several did not vote. 

44^6.- Chamnan.} You do not mean non-resident householders but non- 
resident freemen ?— Yes ; there were 3,188 voted at the last election, indepen- 
aent of the non-residents 1 then, if I add 300 to that, or 312 to make it round 
numbers, it will be 3,600. Now, taking that from the number returned by Mr 
uolbum, that will show the number that have no right to vote. The number 
returned by Mr. Colburn, up to January 1837, all of whom were qualified to 
vote at the last election, were 5,727. ^ 

4427. Mr. Beamis/i.] Do you include the duplicate and triplicate registries = 
—It included everything in Mr. Colburn’s return. The number of non-resi- 
aents is 386. I think there are about 1,842 who have lost their quaHfication. 

4420. You mean to say there are upon the face of the registry i 842 more 
names than you conceive to be real voters ?— I think so ; they remain upon the 
registry, no matter how they have lost then- right. 

4429. Mr. Beamish.} Do 3'ou not conceive that there are many that appear 
c c 2 re-registered 
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re-registered that have not lost their vote ? — I have myself re^stered in three 
different waj^s, in three capacities. I did not register either time with a view 
of swelling the number, hut to make sure of my vote. 

4430. Mr. Seijeant Jackson.'] Are you registered in each of those instances 
as a householder? — I first registered as a leaseholder, then as a householder, 
and then as a freeholder ; and a gi*eat many others the same way. 

4431. Is that lest you should have a blot in one, that you might fall back 
upon the other ? — ^Yes ; I may for instance part with my leasehold, or I may 
take a partner into my business, and thereby lose my household qualification, 
because partners are not allowed to vote, and then I would have my freehold. 

4432. Is that a common thing ? — Those that can do so; my advice to them 
always is, to register in as many capacities as they can, not with a view of swell- 
ing the number, but with a view to ensure a vote. 

4433. From what you have stated, it would appear that it must be rather 
inconvenient to have a greater number upon the register than are really 
entitled to vote? — It gives us a gi-eat deal of trouble. 

4434. It must perplex you, and increase the expense ? — Certainly. 

4435. Mr. Le/roi/^ Can you form any idea as to the number of duplicate 
registries ? — I cannot ; there must be a great number. 

4436. Mr. Beamish.] Do you think there are as many as 1,000 re-registries ? 
— I do not think there are; when the whole number that have no right to vote is 
1,842, there cannot be 1,000 of them re-registries. 

4437. Mr. M. J. O'CannelL] Are there many other cases of persons who 
like yourself have registered twice or three times in different capacities ? — ^Yes, 
a great number. 

4438. Chairman^ Are there 100? — Perhaps; but I will not say; perhaps that 
would be exceeding the number. 

4439. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ Would you be surprised to hear that the whole 
number of re-registries is over 60? — I would not he surprised; I think 100 is 
above the number. 

4440. Mr. Beamish] Can you state the number of those that have registered 
in various capacities ? — I should say if there are 50, there are not more. 

4441. Mr. O'Connell.] Would not 20 persons registered like you in three 
different capacities be equivalent to 40 re-registries upon the list of votes ? — They 
would ; I do not think there are more than 60. My brother has registered twice 
or three times, because he registered as a partner first, that was by subsequent 
decision declared illegal, and he registered in two other capacities. I have in 
my hand the number of different classes that voted at the last election. 

4442. Mr. Serjeant Jacksoni] You have already stated, that having this great 
number of persons appearing upon the register who are not substantial voters, 
.and swelling the register in that way, is an inconvenience, and tends to perplex 
and embarrass those concerned in the registry? — It does, and it puts the election 
of candidates in great jeopardy, without saying which. 

4443. How do you think it puts the election of the candidates in jeopardy? 
•—From personation. 

4444. It gives facilities to personation? — It does, and those facilities are 
used. 

4445. It increases the difficulty of checking and identifying the party ? — It is 
‘very hard to check personation at an election. 

444O. This circumstance tends of course to increase the difficulty of checking 
personation, and also of identifying a particular voter ? — It is very hard to do 
so ; I may see a man voting there in the name of another, and it is out of my 
power to prevent his doing it if he swears, and that is agi*eat hardsliip. 

4447. Chairman.'] There is no remedy for that hardship, except through the 
medium of a Committee of the House of Commons ? — I believe not at present. 

4448. Would not you think it very desirable to have the register set right 
once every year ; that is to say, the names of all those wdio are ascertained to 
be dead struck out? —If that could be done without producing trouble or 
expense upon one party above another, I think it would be a great improve- 
ment; but I fear it would be attended with vast trouble to one party, and not 
so much to another. 

4449. Will you explain what you mean ? — We find that in registering our 
people they are so perplexed, and their patience is so worn out by the delay in 
registering, that they get tired out, and it is difficult to bring them. As to the 

ordeal 
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ordeal they ai-e subjected to go through, we do not care about that, because it 
IS desirable to satisfy all parties ; but the delay that is given in going to Can- 
turk, and going to Middleton, is felt very severely ; and we ai-e afraid, that, if 
this were to occur every year, we should not be upon a par with the others. 

4450. Do you consider that there is any unfair delay caused by anybody to 
those people '—At the first registry there was certainly vexatious delay caused. 

4451- Who caused that vexatious delay ?— The Conservative party would not 
register more than 40 or 50 in a day, sitting there from nine to four or five. 

4452. You mean to say the agents ? — Certainly. 

4453- How many days were you registering the first registry ?— A vast num- 
ber; It commenced on the 10th of October, and it ended about the 29th of 
November, that is 42 workfing days. 

4454- What was the total number registered? — The total number appears 
by Mr. Colburn’s return, 4,322. 

4455- Have you any idea what the number of persons was that had given 
notice to register r — I cannot say. There were three hamsters registering 

. every day in separate courts ; it was very vexatious. 

4456. Bo you mean that there continued to be -^'exatious delay caused to the 
registry ?— No, I would not say that there is vexatious delay in the city of Cork 
now, because the banister gets through it quickly ; it is the first business he 
must do. 

4457- And the hamster has been in the habit, since he has had the duty, of 
getting through it quickly ? — We cannot accuse him of delay. 

4458- He is a very efficient man ? — Apart from this, there is no better. 

4459- Ho you mean to say that he gives delay ?— We have no reason to be 
thankful to him. 

4460. Do you mean to say that he gives any delay to one party more than 
•another in the registration ?— I believe not. 

4461. Does not he hold the scales evenly between both parties ? — I believe 
he does, as far as regards delay ; he gets through the registry very quickly. 

4462. Then your complaint of delay applies to the registry before the three 
.^ntlemen who were sent down in 1832.' — Yes, there was tremendous delay 
then ; indeed the inconvenience of registering our people is reaUy vexatious, 
and It is only surprising, notwithstan^ng all, how we could have so large a 
number of good substantial voters. 

44^3; Supposing this annual checking of the registry to go forwar-d before 
the chairm^ of the county, the same gentleman who now registers for you, do 
not you think it would be of advantage to have every year those who are 
proved to have died struck off the register ?— I am afraid the Liberal party 
could riot do that with as much facility as the other part)-. They have not 
money in the first place ; their funds are very trifling, and their men are not of 
so good a description as the men on the other side, and really I am afraid that 
their patience would be spent. 

44d4- Suppose that, instead of having to go to Canturk or Fermoy, this was 
^ take place in the city of Cork ? — If it was to take place every week before the 
Recorder, I would subscribe to it most cheerfully. 

44<^j. Suppose that once a year, before the Recorder, you were to have the 
names of parties that were dead struck off the register ?— I am afraid that 
would be too often ; I am anxious to have it done, but I am afraid our people 
would get sick of it. 

4466. By “your people,” you mean those in the Liberal interest ■— Yes ; at 
the same time I would hke to have ei'ery bad vote expunged. 

4467- You would like to have it done if your people did not lose their patience ' 
— Certainly. 

4468.^ Do not you think it would be a public advantage to ail parties con- 
cerned in the registry, and in the elections, to have removed fi'oin the register 
those persons who had lost their qualifications ? — There is no doubt of it. 

44dq. Always supposing that this was done in the city of Cork before the 
Recorder ? — Certainly ; have it done before the . Recorder weekly, as it was 
always done before the Reform Bill, and we will afford every facility ; for it is 
not our wish to have fictitious voters on the book ; we have no occasion for 
them, and it is not our -wish to have a man upon the book that has not a l/OKct 
.fide qualification of 10/. 

447t’- You attended the first registry in 1832? — I attended to it in some 
c c 3 measure ; 
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measure ; but I have attended to the business a great deal more attentively 
since. For the last three yeai’s I have been very attentive to it. 

4471. Do not you know that it caused very great trouble having »the lists 
made out in the manner in which they were preparatory to the first registration ; 
that iSj having them made out merely alphabetically, so that people from all 
parts of the liberties were classed together according to the first letter of their 
names ? — I do not know how it could be made out better. 

4472. Do not you think it would be of advantage to have the persons classed 
with reference to the different parishes and townlands which they inhabit ? — 
I think the alphabetical list would be much more com'enient. If you want a 
name in the alphabetical list, however numerous the letter may be, you have 
only to look through it, whereas you may be looking for a man in one parish, 
and he may be in another parish, if you do not know his district. 

4473. Suppose you were not only to have them all arranged according to 
alphabetical order, but likewise to have them sub-divided again in each letter 
according to the parish which they inhabit ; would not that classification very 
much facilitate the identifying the name ? — Indeed it would ; and we are anxious 
to afford every facility. 

4474. As it stood at the time of the first registration, and has stood ever 
since, you are obliged to have different persons in all the different places wher 
parties are registering, to identify and scrutinize their qualifications ; and are 
not they impeded in so doing by haring them mixed up together in this way > 
— ^They must be of course ; but then again there probably will never be so 
large a number as there was at the first registry. 

4475. Have you attended at the elections ? — At the last two I have. 

4476. Did you attend at the booths ? — I attended in the committee-room. 

4477- Uo you know how many booths there were? — Ten. 

4478. The electors were divided according to the initial letters of them names, 
without any reference to the places where they reside ? — Yes. 

4479. In order to have an effectual check upon the people that come up to 
poll, were not you obliged, as far as possible, to have persons in every polling 
place who were acquainted with the different districts contained in the libeiries ? 
— Our party gave up that idea altogether ; it was useless to have persons tiiere 
as a check, because we could not prevent their doing it. 

4480. You could not prevent their doing what ? — Personating. 

4481. Was there personating going on ? — I have no doubt there was on the 
other side. 

4482. Do you mean to say that all the personation was on the other side ? — 
I took as active a part in that election as any other man, and I can say for the 
committee, that it was my wish and their wish not to allow a single personation 
on our side ; we had no occasion for it ; and I was sui-prised to hear, in the 
course of the election, that there were two or three on our side ; it could not 
be prevented ; but on the other side they were not at all scrupulous, I believe. 

4483. Chairman^ All the scruples were upon your side? — Upon my word 
we were very scrupulous. 

4484. Mr. Serjeant Jack$ 07 i.'] All the scruples were upon your side, and all 
the transgressions were upon the other side ? — I can say that the scruples were 
certainly upon our side, and I was surprised to hear, in the coui’se of the elec- 
tion, of two or three personations on our side ; it could not be prevented ; but 
on the other side, and at the former election, the personation was shameful, and 
we lost the election by that and the non-residents. 

4485. Chairman.'] Was there any attempt on the part of your friends at the 
former election to prevent this personation? — We attempted to prevent it, but 
we could not ? I will give an instance : I was at the committee-room almost 
from the first minute the election commenced till it closed ; a man came in one 
day, maldng a great noise, as he had good cause for doing; he said, “ I was up 
in the Lancasterian-room, where I was mustered, and I handed the certificate 
up to the gentleman that was receiving them, and I was there ready to be sent 
in to vote ; and when I went in to vote, I found that the person to whom I 
handed the certificate had sent it into court, and I was personated ; I went into 
court, seeing the delay, and I found to my surprise that another person had 
personated me, and polled against us.” The answer made to the man was, “ You 
can indict him for perjury.” 

4486. Was he indicted for perjury? — No, we found the thing hopeless ; the 

other 
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other party at the last election got possession of our certificates and if thev 
choose to use them to personate a? the*^ next election they “afdolt ' 

4487- Supposing the duration of the election was confined to two days instead 
of to five, what effect would that have as to personation, in yZ oS?"- 

so“rcTni“" 

n° P'’'=f®>’'‘Me to the present system ?— I do 

cnulf ’'‘Id ’’00‘hs enough if we 

SpeLe?' “®”,“ d wotdd be less 

4490 Would you think it an improvement in the law to restrict the davs of 
SistHcf “ ‘"u’eu “’‘‘^^’fy.the districts, and to have sufficient booths i?<Lef 
distnct to poll the voters in that district ?— I would, certainly. 

• ttV' ■ ° ” would conduce to prevent persons that have not n 

S 1° a“ ”“t‘ -1° not would 

"art ta™trg*'?htmrer4* 

sattto .Whore is this Lancasterian school, which you 

^^4493. Did you keep your voters there ?-We assembled them there in the 

4494- The men that came from the epuntry ■ Yes 

laofi *0“ thoreP-Tliey came there of themselves, 

they did.” olergy bring any of them there?-! dai-e say 

comm4; T did ?-I have no doubt of it ; I was in the 

committee-r-oom ; I was in the Lancasterian school-house only twice durino- thp 
•'--whether I saw clergymien ther?;‘Zt ?™fno 

to fa^p'thtmltZgS^ day and night ?-No, there was no occasion 

4499. What did“you do with them at night?— Sent them home 

s5 i'3“ “ ^ 

,jCS ti -rz- 

mstf d- ™d that apply equally to freemen ; might not a fi^eeman leave his 

hadZ^' ^ ’d d not be almost an impossibility to discover whether a freeman 
had gone away during the period ?-It would be veiw difficult 

Elltf.”^' '* *’d'‘ “hi” Wahace went away?-Yes, and Mr. 

HiffliZ h ®"ihat number of freemen went away, would it not entail c-re»t 
Ity upon the parties to ascertain who had changed their residence >— Yes • 
WulZr™r' °P”ate too much 4inst the poputo p'arty it 

the JifT / weekly opportunity of redsterinc'- before 

we s itZZsTto - shoSlfb “s atti d 

aunuIlZ ff bad voter struck out, and to have that done 

0.46. 
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4509. (To Mr. Colburn.) Will you state to the Committee when the last 
summer assizes at Cork commenced? — The 22 d of July. 

4510. When did the last election commence ? — The 7 th of August. 

Mr. Daniel Meagher, called in ; and further Examined. 

4511. Mr. Beamish.'] HAVE you read Mr. Colburn’s evidence relative tO: 
marksmen? — I have. 

4512. You are aware that he returned the number of marksmen as something 
above 700 ? — I am. 

45 1 3 . Can you give the Committee any information as to the number of those 
persons who appear as marksmen who were able to write ? — There were a great 
number at the first registration of 1832 ; parties coming to register were kept 
and delayed so long, that it was an object to get through as quickly as possible. 
Many of them could write their names, and many of them read slowly ; there 
were very few that did not read and write, but, to save time, I in many instances 
read it, reading it quicker than they could read it, and I signed my name to it,, 
saying, that I had read the above truly to the deponent, and I was sworn that I 
had read it truly, and the tedious process of their reading and writing it was got 
rid of by that means ; and many that would otherwise have been kept, four or 
five days, were let go to their business, without being detained long but the 
circumstance of their appearing as marksmen is no criterion of their being illite- 
rate, because a gi'eat majority of them could write that I asked. 

4514. Did you yourself facilitate any of those persons in that manner?— 
A great number ; and my name will be found to a great number of affidavits of 
men that could read, as having read the affidavit truly, and explained it, andidid 
so with the greatest care. 

4515. Can you give the Committee any idea of the number of those persons 
who appear as marksmen, and yet able to write ? — A great majority of those that 
my name appeal's to could write. 

451,6. Can you state whether the greater majority of those appearing as 
marksmen were of the old class of voters, freemen, and 40 .?. freeholders? — 
I think the greater portion of the marksmen were 40 ^. freeholders ; the greater 
portion of the 10?. householders could write. 

4517. Mr. Seijeant Do not you know that if a party appears to 

have been a deponent in an affidavit, and to have had a memorandum put at the 
foot of his affidavit that tliis affidavit has been truly read to the deponent by 
another person, and he appears to subscribe by a mere mark, a cross, that con- 
veys to every person looking at that document that this is an illiterate person 
that cannot read or write ? — It would have the effect if they were not aware of 
the fact. 

4518. Is not it the universal understanding in Ireland, in courts of justice, 
that it is so ? — Or a natural defect of the party, such as gout in his hand, and 
a variety of circumstances. 

4519. Supposing a man took a false oath in his affidavit, made for the purpose 
of registry, if he subscribed with his own handwriting the document, may he 
not be much more easily and effectually prosecuted for perjury than if he appears 
merely to have signed by a mark ? — It would be as easy to make out the men 
upon my signature as their own, because I am better known. 

4520. Would it be as easy to identify a man by his cross as it would be by 
the character of his handwriting ?— It would be much easier to identify the men 
by my signature than their own. 

4521. You having been the person to register him, would hardly indict himr 
— But they would bring me as a witness. 

4522. Supposing that you happened to be dead? — M)’ handwriting would be 
evidence that I had read it to him. 

4523. How would that identify the deponent? — It would require two witnesses* 
instead of one. 

4524^ Supposing you were away from Cork, or not possible to be had, by what 
process would it be possible to identify the individual voter as the man that regis- 
tered, where he only put his cross, and did not sign his name ? — I think the bai-- 
rister’s signature to the certificate would show that the man was produced. 

4525. How would that identify the man that was put to the bar to answer for 
perjury ? — ^The man that put the mark, and the man that read it for him, should 
appear together. 
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supposing the man that read it to him was either dead or out of 
the way, how would it be possible to identify the man ?— I suppose the barrister 
would be questioned as to the fact of having seen the man affix his mark 

S"PP?S0 that the registering barrister could identify every man 
that had come before him?— Certainly not; he would identify the LcumLt. 

11 identify the man ?— It would he presumptive evidence 

that the man was there, having the barrister’s signature and my s^ignature, and 
the banister would say that the man appeared before him 
4529. How would that show that Paddy Murphy, rather than John Ahern 
was the man that appeared before the barrister ?— I must leave it to the lawyers 
satisfy"tne ’ ®"' “5' Pni‘ ^ think it sufficient to 

be impossible to identify the man ?-There are many 
things that we do not see, but from circumstances we are convinced, almost to 
a certainty, that it is so; and I think this is one of those cases. 

4531 ■ How would It, in the case supposed, be possible to prove that the man 
who swore falsely was Paddy Murphy rather than John Ahem r- As to false 
swearing, there was such a host of persons, counsel and agents and witnesses, 
at the registry, that they would be quite competent to examine into it at the 
tune, and they vyould be better able to do it then than afterwards. 

4532. Supposing they found out afterwards that the man had not a qualifi- 
cation and he had signed only as a marksman, how would it be possible to brins 
home to the man that he was the person, supposing that you were either out of 
the way or dead r — I am not aware of the legal point. 

4533. Can you give the name of any one person whom you brought uii and 
to whom you read the affidavit and signed for him, he being able to read and 
write — If I saw any of the affidavits, I might. 

4534. you cannot, at this moment, tell the name of any one man ? — No 

1 cannot; I was there for days and weeks, and there were such a variety of 
persons there every day, that at this distance of eight years I could not name 
one single man; but it might refresh my memory if I were to see my own 
writing m the documents. ^ 

4535- Are you able to state how many persons were in that predicament 
men whom you knew to be capable of reading and writing, for whom you wrote 
their names, and got them to sign as marksmen ? — A great number ; because 
when I was writing the affida^dts for the men, I found some of the men repeating 
the words over my shoulder as I was reading, and I turned to them and asked 
them whether they could not write, and they said “ very badly and frequently 
a man said, My hand is stiff with work, sir ; you will do it better, and I would 
rather hear you read it.” 

4536. Can you give the Committee any idea of the number of persons that 

were able to read and write and yet signed as marksmen ?— There were a oreat 
many who did it besides me ; there were a great many gentlemen that followed 
my plan for the sake of despatch. 

4537. I’Pho were they?— A great number; we had agents and sub-agents ■ 
you will see their names upon the affidavits. 

453 8- But that will not show which of the persons were illiterate, and which 
of them could read and write ?— No, but I ascertained that they foUowed mv 
example. ■ ^ 

4539- Who were they that did so ?— I still must refer to the documents at 
a distance of eight years. 

4540. You cannot now name any person except yourself that wi*ote the 
names of persons as illiterate and yet were able to write ? — I say positively that 
there were others who did it, because I know the fact. 

4541 • Was there any arrangement between you that that should be done 
iNo ; but when they saw the despatch that I gave my men, and compai-ed it with 
the time the men themselves took, many of them adopted my plan. 

4542. Chairman.'] Many of whom ?— Many of the parties in the three regis- 
tering courts ; three registering barristers sat in the year 1832, and in that case, 
ot course, I could not work quick enough for the three banisters ; others took 
the vanous oaths upon my plan, and they facilitated the registry gi-eatly by it ; 
many of them wi-ote very tediously, and others of them wrote their names in 
a very straggling and wide way, and would finish it in another line, and it was 

0.4(). .. n 
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SO imperfect that we would rather have their marks, and put their names upon 
one line distinctly. 

4543. Mr. Serjeant J’acA'i'OW.] Are you able to say whether you yourself wrote 
the names of persons that were really able to read and write ? — I did. 

4544. Can you say whether those instances amounted to 10 or 20 or 100? 
— They amounted to more than 40, certainly, in the booth that I was working 
in ; and others did the same at the other booths. 

4545. Do you mean that you wrote the names of 40 persons that could read 
and write? — I did, and I am sure a great manymore; butlamsafein saying 40, 
and I am sure there was a considerable number done by others. 

4546. Did you ask each person whether he could read or write ? — I did not ; 
but in many instances I Ad, so as to satisfy me that there was the number 
I stated ; I knew it in many instances by finding the man reading over my 
shoulder, and I turned round, and he said to me, “ I am not a scholar ; ” I said, 

Cannot you write ? ” “ Badly sir ; ” and rather than write then* names, they 

wished me to do it. 

4547. Were they men that you knew before to be illiterate ? — No, they came 
in in shoals every day ; we had labouring men waiting there six days in suc- 
cession without being able to register. 

4548. Did you get those persons to make any attempt at writing before you 
yourself wrote for them ? — I did ; and saw some men write a regular hand, which 
surprised me very much after I had done it for them. 

4549. Did you make the men in each instance make a trial before you signed 
for them ? — No ; it was for the sake of despatch that I read it to them. 

4550. Was it after you had written the names of those persons for them that 
you got them to write ? — In some instances it was so ; in others I ascertained 
their being scholars by their reading over my shoulder. 

4551. For what purpose was it that, after you had yourself written their 
names, you set them writing ? — There are many instances of men being able to 
read that cannot write, and I wanted to see whether they could both read and 
write ; and the men that were reading over my shoulder, I made them take a 
pen and write. 

4552. That you did after you had registered them ?— In some instances 
I did. 

4553. For what pinpose was that? — ^To ascertain whether the man that had 
read could write. 

4554. Of what service was that to you in registering these people? — ^To 
ascertain whether he could read in reality or not, or whether he might have 
picked up the words from me. 

4555. Was it for the purpose, that, if any question was afterwai'ds made 
whether amongst those who purported to be marksmen there were any literate 
persons, you might be able to prove the fact that many of them were able to 
read and write ? — The most remote idea of it never entered into my imagination. 

4556. Then for what practical purpose was it that they having registered, 
you set them writing afterwards to ascertain whether they were able to write ? 
— To gratify my own curiosity. 

4557. Did it not consume time? — It did not consume the time of the court ; 
it w'as after the man was registered. 

4558. Were not there others to be registered ? — It was while another man 
was being examined ; I asked him to come to me and write before I gave him 
up his certificate or paid his shilling ; I wanted to ascertain the fact ; and there 
was another reason for my wishing to know it : many of them wished to get off 
without paying the shilling ; but such of them as could pay the shilling, I wanted 
to make them pay the shilling to save our funds. 

4559. not you enough to occupy you in paying attention to the evidence 
that was given, not to render it desirable for you to try these experiments 
after you had' effected the job of having them registered? — I had assistants 
in court, and they were attending to the parties while I was in court; we 
had various duties ; filling up the affidavits was one duty, and attendinsf to the 
examination of the witnesses the parties brought up against the franchise was 
another duty ; in many instances they took up half an hour upon one man. 

4560. Mr. Beamish.'] Was not the space of room in court very small, so as 
to allow scarcely room for a man to write? — Very small; we had very poor 
accommodation. 

45G1. Mr. 
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4561. Mr. Serjeant Jaeks<m.~\ Are the Committee to niiderstand that, not 
knowing those persons before they came in, you are enabled to say that you 
ascertained, with reference to 40 at least, in the manner you have described 
that although you did write their names for them, they yet could write them- 
selves ? — I do positively assert that, and I am sure a great many more. 

4562. Do you mean that you made at least 40 and probably more write their 

own names for you ?— No ; I say that some few did write their own names, but 
not to any extent. ^ 

4563. How did you ascertain with regard to others that they could write ? 

Because the men^told me they could write, and I made them write their names 
and they have pointed out to me their own signature and the signature of the 
barrister. 

4564. There were many of those persons whom you did actually register as 
marksmen, who satisfied you that they were literate persons, by telling you that 
they could read and write ? — Yes ; and reading and writing before me. 

4565. Mr. Lefroy.'] Did any doubt ever occur to you as to the correctness of 
that sort of proceeding ?— The barristers were the better judges of that, and 
they saw me doing it in open court ; and I presumed that anything they saw was 
sanctioned legally. 

4566. Did you tell the hamster when you did this, that the man you repre- 
sented as a marksman could write his name ? — No. 

4567. Then how coidd the barrister know anything about it? — He might have 
seen me reading the affidavits to them. 

4568. But how could he know that they could \vrite? — I cannot say as to 
that ; but I did not think it was an incorrect thing, because I saw all sides at 
work in that way. 

4569. Do you now think it'was a correct proceeding ? — I think that the morals 
of the man might be as well protected by my reading the affidavit to him and 
getting his mark, as by his reading it himself. 

4570. The question is as to the correctness of the practice ? — I never con- 
ceived that there was ever anything incorrect in the practice ; nor did I ever 
dream of such thing till I saw by the examinations before the Committee that it 
was regarded as matter of wonder. To me it seemed a matter of common 
course. 

4571. Mr. Seijeant Jac'kson.'] Did you ever do it since ? — I did. 

4572. Mr. BeawM.] Has it not been done by both sides? — I do not know 
about the other side ; but they have had marksmen. 

4573* Mr. Seijeant Jackson.'] Are you prepaa-ed to say that any person that 
could read and write has been registered as though he were an illiterate person 
by the other side ? — know nothing of the other side, more than seeing them 
put marksmen in court and read as I did in court. 

4574. You know that with regard to those that could not read and write, it 
was a right and proper thing to do ; but with regard to those that could read and 
write, did the other side adopt the practice that you did ? — I do not know what 
their rule of action was. 

4575- Mr. Lefroy!] Did it ever occur to you that a man might much more 
readily take an oath when he was signing as a marksman, than if he were to write 
it witli his own hand ? — I think that my reading it was much more perfect, and 
likely to guard his oath, than if he read it himself in his own imperfect way, 
because I read it w'ith great emphasis. 

4576. Do you not think that a man that could write his name perfectly, must- 
have felt that, had he signed his own name, it would be more easily recognised 
hereafter for the purpose of an indictment for perjury, than by merely putting 
his mark ? — I am quite certain that such an idea never entered into their heads. 

4577- What makes you so certain of that?' — When such a thing never 
occurred to me, I do not think it would have occurred to men in their w'alk of 
life. 

4,578. What could have induced those men, whom you describe as capable of 
writing easily, to prefer signing as marksmen, instead of writmg their own 
names, if they had no bad motive for doing so ? — I think many of them preferred 
hearing me read the affidavit to reading it themselves j I read it more clearly 
and more distinctly. 

4579- The question is as to the signing of the affida-vit, what could have 
induced those men to prefer signing as marksmen to signing with their own 

0.46. D D 2 names ? — 
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Mr. D. Meagher, names ? — Because^ by signing as marksmen, the necessity of reading was put 

upon me, and not upon them ; whereas if they signed their own names the 

3 Jiiarch 1838. necessity of reading would be upon them. 

4580. Where they could read well you think they preferred your reading it 
to reading it themselves ? — I am quite certain of it. 

4581. Mr. Beamish^ Was not the difficulty very great, from the want of 
accommodation for the parties to wiute their own names ? — I could get six men 
despatched by my mode of doing it, when they could not get two men des- 
patched the other way. 

4582. Was not the sole object of affixing the marks to get them despatched ? 
— Decidedly. 

4583. Not with any idea or desire to put improper men upon the register? 
— Not with the most remote idea of it. 

4,584.' Mr. Lefro^.'] Do not you think that a conscientious man who could 
read, would much prefer reading what he was to swear himself, to taking it from 
the reading of another ? — I think there are many conscientious men that could 
read that preferred hearing me read it. 

4585. Did they tell you so ? — No ; but I know their character. 

4586. Did you offer it in any instance to those men to read themselves? — 
I did. 

4587. Did they refuse? — Some read it partly, and then said, “ We would 
rather hear you read it than read it ourselves.” 

4588. So you thought it better to register them as marksmen than not to 
register them at all ? — Decidedly ; I wanted to extend the franchise as widely 
as I could under the Reform Act. That wa^ my sole object. 

4589. Mr. Beamish^ Without any disposition to commit a fraud of any 
kind r — Decidedly ; I would not allow a man to register improperly. 

Mr. James Lane, called in ; and further Examined. 

Mr.JamenLane. 4590- Chairman.'] HAVE you any observations to make to the Committee, 

' or any coirections that you wish to make in your evidence ? — I have. On 

looking closely to the books I find, on going to other places, that some people 
describe their place in the registry in a different street from where they were 
on the rate-books. The first person I wish to mention is John Collins, of 
Douglas-street, in the Paper No. 2. I find, on looking at the collectors’ rate- 
books, that Collins paid on a valuation of 7 1 . in 'White-street. Not finding him 
in Douglas-street I returned him as not rated. He should be placed on the list 
valued under 10/. The next is a person of the name of Daniel Hurley, BaiTack- 
street, a warehouse at Cove-street. In like manner I find, on referring to Hur- 
ley’s payment of rates in Barrack-street, that that payment of rates of 5/. value 
was also in Cove-street. The next is a person of the name of Andrew Moore 
of Shine’ s-yard. I have no such place as Shine’s-yard in my books ; but I have 
the name of Francis-street, and he is valued at 8 /. in Francis-street. The next 
is John Scanlan, in Mannix’s-square. I find that he is valued in Mannix’s- 
street at 8/. 

4.59^- Mannix’s-square and Mannix’s-street the same place ? — I should 
think they were. I was not at all aware of any such place as Mannix’s-square. 
The next is Patrick Cremin, in Rochford’s-lane, a house and concerns in Roch- 
ford’s-lane. I have no such person in Rochford’s-lane ; but on looking at the 
situation of the place and the collectors’ books, I find that he paid for Griffin’s- 
alley ; Rochford’s-lane leads into Griffin’s-alley. 

4592. What" is the value? — £. 16. The next is Henry White, Coppythorn- 
hiH. In like manner I have no place at Coppythorn-hill ; but on looking at 
the books, I find that in Devonshire-street, which is one and the same place, he 
is valued at 45 /. 

45‘13' Will you look to your books to see whether a person of the name of 
Murphy was valued in 1828 for a house in Barrack-street, out of which George 
Nevil Daly is registered ?— There is a person of the name of Mary Murphy 
valued at 12/. 

4594- Is that the same house that George Nevil Daly afterwards lived in ? — In 
October 1832 I see Murphy paid the rates on that house. 

4595- How long after 1832 did she pay the rates on that house?— In March 

1832 
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t ?“ see upon your books that George NevU Daly ever paid any rates 

murpwl?^^^ rafes7anTta Z™ 

“ZX paid “ 3X ' '• 1832, and the 

4597. All belonging to the same house ?— Yes. 

I 459S- That being the house in which George Nevil Daly, cooper Uved So 
I understand -nten I find in summer 1833 Daly is entered L hartZpaid 
4.599. Is that George Nevil Daly ? — Merely “Daly” 

* Mannix-s-street or what place is in 

tended by Mannix’s-square ?— I do not. 

4601. Mr. Beamkh.-\ Is not it very likely that many names you have returned 
here may be valued under other names, and that they may have houses for which 
they may lawfuUy repster ?-That is not an impossibility; but so fS as I have 
returned the names, I have gone through the collectors’ books ; when I do not 

see if theThavf “’“t ^ ’'T though the coUectors’ books to 

berauslftecXctors^mZ on any place m the streets that are mentioned, 

anH have tnk™ Jr ^ P“P*® *1“ =•* each time ; 

and 1 have taken them as my guide to ascertain whether the places were occu- 

I M S thXwrZ ™ “ ‘’"''“'‘I ”«‘“ces 

a ^soren wl® ^°Y ®' ''^™ce in every instanee where you found 

■ ^1’ Dic-t I liist mentioned were of that description. 

“C™ yc™ knowledge of the city of Cork, do you beUeve that there is 
”wr'’r "'kat number of houses bringing a rent of about 

lOf., which are not in the valuation-books at all?— I could not form an oninion 
upon that subject ; I know there are a great many. ^ 

I ™ 100 i>““scs of that description =— 

^ ii® 1? ‘I;® oomber ; I could not give an opinion upon it.^ 

4605. Chairman^ Have you put on paper some suggestions, which, from your 

tries^of r SnsXfhtr’*'^ 

4606. Will you have the goodness to read them?— That the registiy .should 

be annual, the same as in England ; that the registry should be in parishes • that 
the registiy should be before the recorder ; that there should be an appeal a^Mnst 
the registi-y of a voter as well as against the rejection ; that the coUectors and 
jXpt7shoMd b““^^ ? to attend tlic registi-y, and that the coUectors’ 

> receipts should be proof, of occupation ; that no registiy should be made where 
the- collectors receipt is not produced; that the coUectL should be obliged to 
JhZ *m® “/ Pc^'tons who had previously registered and have changed 

heir residence ; that the registry should be numbered, beginning with No. 1 in 
*at the certificate of registry should bear the same number, as 
' lould he h Id® ’’?h dh tospect to elections, that„if possible, the election 

should be held m the parish ; that there should be booths for every 200 electors ■ 
and that the time for poUing should be limited to two days 
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Lun<E, 5" die Martii, 1838. 



MEMBERS PRESENT. 



Mr. Beamish. 

Mr. Hogg. 

Mr. Serjeant Jackson. 
Mr Lefroy. 



Mr. Lucas. 

Mr. M. J. O’Connell. 
Lord Granville Somerset. 



LORD GRANVILLE SOMERSET, in the Chaih. 



Mr. Rkhard Gould, called in ; and further Examined. 

4607. Chairman:] THE Committee understand that you wish to make some 

explanation of your answers to questions 4115 and 4116?— Ido; I statea that 
in makinu the valuation we had no fixdd principle, and that I conceived there were 
verv few houses of the value of 8 /. that were valued by us then. I wish to state 
there were very few houses.of the value of 8 1 . that we did not value; and in like 
maimer in the answer to the next question, I wish to say there are very few houses 
solely occupied by the owners that we did hot value ; and when 1 said that we 
valued very few houses from 5 ‘0 loL, I wish to say. comparatively speaking; 

I mean compared with the number of houses of that value in the city. 

Mr. Daniel Meagher, called in ; and further Examined. 

4608. Mr. JJeamis/i.] CAN you state the number of persons who voted at the 
last election, of the various classes of freemen, freeholders and householders, dis- 
tinauishins the numbers of each?-At the last election there voted 88 freemen lor 
the sitting Members, 598 freemen against them. For the sitting Members, 1,372 
householders, and for the defeated candidates, 414 householders Of the 40 5. 
freeholders, there voted 365 for the sitting Members, and 31 for the defeated can- 
didates. Then of the other, which we call property voters, I mean 10 L, 20 (., 
and SO /. freeholders, there voted 1 20 for the sitting Members, 1 90 for the defeated 
candidates. That gives a total of 3,188, to which are to be added non-resident 
freemen, 195. That makes the total of those that voted at the election of 1837, 

^iboq. Have you made out a list of those persons whose houses you have ex- 
amined, and whom Mr. Lane has returned as not appearing m the rate-books i>— 

^*Xo. How many do they amount to?— I visited 69 houses taken from my 
book the value of which is 10 1 , and in the same list 1 find 19 on the Conservative 
side, which I did not go into the value of, as I before stated, not wishing to inter- 
fere with the franchise ; that makes 88. Mr. Lane has returned of this class for 
1837,156. and I have accounted by this list for 88, leaving the number of 68 
which I'did not visit, and many of which can be stated by Mr. Henry Barry, who 
valued them in 1835; after the election of 1 835, therefore, I account for 88 out ot 
the 156, and I beg to hand in this list signed. 

\The fVitness delivered in the same. Vide Appendix.] 

4611. Mr. Serieant /Mfaon.] Will you refer to your answer 

you were asked “ Do you think none of them” (that is the householders are so 
likely to be bribed as the freemen ?— Certainly not. Nor the 40 s. fieeho dels 

To which you answered ‘‘ The 40 s. freeholders have dwindled to a mere nothing. 

How do you reconcile that with the evidence you have just given of then aniounln ^ 
to q6o odd ?— That is a mere notliing compared with what they were. 

4612. How much were they ?— I suppose atone time they were above i.ooo, or 

4613. Do you think that over one-third of them is notliing? Ido; they aie 

dwindled away. , , , . Yps 

4614. Have you any grounds for sayingtliat they were at any time 1,000 . . 

I think in the contested election of 1812, when Mr. Hutchinson was theie, the^_^ 
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were nearly that number of 405. freeholders, and they are every year dwindling 
off ; they cannot be revived, and of course as they die the franchise dies with them. 

46 i, 5 ' Chairman?^ At the period at which you are now speaking, when that 
class of voters amounted to 1 ,000, how many do you conceive the freemen amounted 
to, who could vote at that period ? — I dare say, taking them all, rich and poor, 
there w-ere 2,500 or near 3,000 freemen. 

4616. You stated that formerly, before the Reform Bill, the freemen were 
2,500, and the freeholders 1,000?-— Nearly 1,000. 

4617. Then the influence of the freemen at that time was not quite so uncon- 

trolled by the other constituency as upon the former occasion you seemed to state 
it was ? — The number of the freemen must always control the freeholders, for the 
freeholders were a divided force and the freemen were a concentrated force ; they 
generally went together. ’ ^ 

4618. Do you mean to say that the freeholders were very much divided in their 
political opinions ? — In the way they voted, by influences, not as to their political 
opinions, being in the employment of parties who wished them to vote in a certain 
Avay. 

4619. They were more so formerly than they are at present ? — Certainly. 

4620. Why should there be that difference between the former influences and 
the present? — Because the parties that renewed under the Reform Bill were a 
more independent class than those that did not renew. 

4621 . Do you mean to state that the present 40 s. freeholders are a worse class of 
freeholders than they were formerly ? — No, they are better, because the better part of 
them, upon an independent principle, came to register, and the others did not come 
to register ; the parties that brought them before did not feel an interest in it then. 

4622. You mean to say that the present 40 freeholders are an improved class 
to wbat they were before? — I think they are; I think a great number of the 
better part of them remain. 

_ 4623. You think there was corruption among the 40 s. freeholders in former 
times, but at present you think the corruption is entirely done away with reoard to 
them ? — In a great measure, the household franchise being so overpowering. 

4624. You think it is no object to a party to poll 365 instead of 31 ? — Not 
compared with 1,796 householders. When I consider that there are 1,796 house- 
holders who voted at the last election, I think the influence of that number of 
divided interests in the 40 s. freeholders could not operate much to the prejudice 
of the party seeking the seat. 

4625. You think it cannot make any great difference which w'ay 396 out of a 
constituency of between 4,000 and 5,000 vote ? — It is of consequence, but it is not 
of that consequence that it was formerly ; the important thing is the 1,796 house- 
holders and the 365 40 s. freeholders. I do not think it can be of that conse- 
quence among the constituency that it was formerly, when there was a reduced 
constituency, or at least the bulk of the constituency Avas formed out of the 
freemen. 

4626. Not of the same consequence as 1,000 freeholders out of 3,500 consti- 
tuency ? — I think not ; I cannot tell what the numbers Avere at that time, but I 
believe there Avere a good deal more; but I remember in 1812 that the consti- 
tuency, to influence the election, consisted of freemen and freeholders. 

4627. Referring to that period, which of the classes were the most corrupt; 
the freemen or the freeholders ? — The freemen, as a body, Avere the most 
corrupt. 

4628. Mr. Lefroy.'] Were you rightly understood to say that the 40 s. free- 
holders noAv are a better description of persons than before the Reform Bill? — I 
think so; I think that out of the great mass of 405. freeholders those that Ave 
registered are the better part of that class. 

4629. Is there a single 40 s. freeholder now that was not a 40 s. freeholder at 
the time of the Reform Bill ? — There are some ; because Avhere a party had a 
lease for lives, renewable for ever, and resided, the successor was entitled to 
register under the law. 

4630. Do you mean to say that a 40 s. freehold is taken bv transmission ? — 
The successor is registered. 

4631. Do you know an instance of it?— I think I have known it at the last 
registry; I think the law admits it where there is a lease of lives, renewable for 
ever ; I think the successor being in possession in 1832 can register now. 

o* 4 ^* D D 4 4632. You 
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4632. You speak now of a man that was in possession before the Reform BilP- 
— I do. 

4633. Is there any man now capable of voting as a 40 freeholder, who had 
not the right previous to the Reform Bill? — Yes, a successor ; for instance, if A. B.. 
had an elder son, and he was the successor of his father upon a lease of lives, 
renewable for ever, he can register as a 40 $. freeholder. 

4634. Do you mean to say that he can register if that man’s father was alive at 
the time of the Reform Bill? — No. 

4635. Is there any man now capable of registering as a 40 s. freeholder, who was 
not capable of registering at the time of the Reform Bill? — I think that there are 
men on the register, as successors to 40 s. freeholders, that were not on the register 
previous to 1832. 

4636. Do you mean that they have succeeded to the property since 1832? — 
No, previous to 1832 ; but registered in 1832. 

4637. Were not those men 40 s. freeholders at the registration of 1 832 ? — No j 
because if the father died his certificate died with him, and his son should be 
newly certified to be a voter, and then he came in in 1832, and availed himself 
of it. 

4638. Do you mean to say that any man whose father was alive in 1832 could 
register then ? — Certainly not ; but if a man had a son, and that man died, his son 
would not be qualified without a registry ; but persons of that description did come 
in and registered in 1832. 

4639. Were not those persons capable of registering in 1832 ? — -They were, and 
they availed themselves of it at the general registration. 

4640. Is there any man now upon the register as a 40 s. freeholder, that was not 
entitled to register in 1 832 ? — Not that I know of. 

4641. Then upon what principle is it that you say that the present 40 free- 
holders are a better class of persons than the 405. freeholders were before the 
Reform Bill ? — Because Tom, being the son of John, John may be a corrupt man, 
and Tom being an educated man, may be a better man than his father. 

4642. Then you can give no other answer than that? — I think that that is 
sufficient. 

4643. Mr. Beamish.'] You were understood to say, that in 1832 the better por- 
tion of the then 40 s. freeholders were those that re-registered under the Reform 
Bill? — Yes. 

4644. That is to say, that the better portion' remain upon the registry, and the 
worst part did not re-register in 1832 ? — Yes. 

4645. Mr. Serjeant Jachson.] Did you nearly poll out the whole strength of the 
constituency at the last election? — I think not. 

4646. How many effective votes were lying out? — I think about 300. 

4647. Mr. Beamish^ You stated that the total number of non-registered resi- 
dent freemen who voted, were 1 95 ? — That is what I have ; but I understand that 
I have people upon my book who were not upon the non-residents’ certificates, 
but they were non-resident at that time. 

4648. Then you mean to say, that though some of that number appeared upon 
the roll as resident freemen, yet, from your own knowledge of them, you can state 
that they were non-resident ? — From their places of residence I think it will appear 
that they were more than seven statute miles from the place of polling. 

4649. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Did you take measures to ascertain the distance 
at which those respective persons whom you have added to Mr. Colburn’s list 
resided ? — I did ; I think that when I read the list of their names, the distance 
will tell for itself. They are more than seven miles, from my knowledge of the 
country, from the place of polling. 

4650. Yon took no measures to ascertain it, but merely your ovvn conjecture ? — 
Not at this time ; but at the time of the registry I had an engineer measuring 
distances, and I had a great dispute about the bird’s flight and the travelling road. 

4651. Are those 40^. freeholders a superior class to the householders? — Noj 
nor as good as the householders. 

4C52. Then you classify the voters in this way; first, the householders; and,, 
secondly, the 40 s. freeholders ? — No ; I would say the respectable freemen. 

4653. And then the 40 4’. freeholders? — Yes. 

4654. And then the humble freemen, the working portion of the freemen ? — 
Yes. 

4655- Mr. Beamish.] You state that you were upon the grand jury in the sum- 
mer 
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mer of J 837, and that you were, at that period, appointed to investigate the claims 
ot several parties for exemption from local taxation ? I was. 

4656- Can you state how many persons you exempted in 'conjunction with the 
others who were deputed to examine into it?-I can. The two gentlemen whose 
names I gave m before, and myself, exempted 244 persons from taxation ; a list 
ot whom 1 now hand in, containing the names and residences, and the value of 
each house, as appearing by the rate-book, and returned by my own order by the 
rale collectois to me. Here is the list of names that we exempted, and the houses 
and their value ; this book contains a return of all the “ poor” and “ waste” ud to 

inm'TfirT* '''=‘■8 ™med; the 

amount or the house published by the grand jury. ^ 

[The Witness delivered in the same. Vide Appendix.] 

4657. Can you state the gross amount of exemptions appearing bv that sche- 
dule. In the schedule and the book over 23,000/. 

4658- Can you state how many of those whom vou exempted in the summer of 
1837 were registered electors ?— There are a good 'many, but I did not direct my 
attention to that ; there are houses as high as 32 and l6I.and \ol. That is 
what 1 directed my attention to; I merely wanted to sustain the statement I made 
to the Committee as to the number that were exempted, and with that view I got 
the list. I here are a great many females upon this list, iny object being to show 
that the exemptions were not confined to houses of 5 1 . and 10 1 . value. Here is 
the city rate-book, and here are the lists, and the Committee can satisfy themselves 
as to the number ofhoiises, and the value. 

46.59- Chairman.l What is the total number of the houses ?— Two hundred and 
ntty-four. 

4660. Will you state, out of the 254, how many were cases of houses above 10 / ’ 

-1 hnd that there are 71 houses in Mr. Dunbar’s collection, out of 183- then’l 
have the names of persons returned by Mr. Williams, and he has merely put down 
the names and residences, but not the rents, and therefore I cannot tell as to that 
but that can be easily got from the city rate-hooks. ’ 

4661. Then out of the 183 in Mr. Dunbar’s collection, there are 112 under 
3 0/. ? — Yes, there are. 

state how many of those are between <^l and 
10 /• ? — i here are 36 betM’een 5 /. and 10 /. 

4663. Chairman.'] Then there remain 76 at 5/,? Yes. 

widlws'^' registry as voters ?— No, a great number of 

4665. Mr. Beamish.] Can you state how many of those upon the list are regis- 
tered voters r— No ; I did not turn my attention to that. My object in doino- 
this was to satisfy the Committee that we did exempt houses without any reference 
to the rent. ■' 



4666. Chairma 7 i.] Do you mean to state that in the cases of those 183 persons 
the rents were of the same amount as the valuation ?— The rents may be greatiy 
niore ; but those are the valuations in the city rate-books : the rates are often 
greatly more. 

4667. "Ihen it was not to show the Committee that you did not regard the 
rents, hut it was to show the Committee that you did not regard the valualion ?— 
lixactly so. 

4668-9. Do you mean to stale that, in your belief, the valuation was or was not 
correct with regard to those 1 83 houses ?— It may be in this way : at the time the 
valuation of these houses took place, they might have been of this value; and 
between that and this time many of them have improved. Many have improved 
them wonderfully ; and if the valuators were now to go about to value, I am con- 
vinced that many of them would appear at a much higher value than they now do, 
by the recent improvements ; for I believe that in Ireland there is not a city that 
has improved more in late years than the city of Cork, and every traveller admits 
that; and property which in 1832 was worth what they set down here, will be 
greatly increased in 183S, and that is the reason of the great anxiety'with us, 
vvhicli I and others have, for a re-valuation, to lighten our own taxes. We are 
taxed one-filth of the vent. We pay for taxes 45. and ^s. 2d. in the pound ; and 
it is reducing the shoi>-keeping interest in Cork very materially. 

4670- Then are the Committee to understaiici that the ground of your relieving 
those parties was because you thought tliey held that description of tenement 
0-46. E E that 
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that ought not to contribute towards the municipal rates? — No it had no 
reference to the tenement, but to the circumstances of the party applying. 

4671. In your opinion, then, they were in such poor circumstances that they 
ought not to contribute to the municipal taxation? — At that period. 

4672. That was in the August of last year? — It was. 

4673. Do you mean to say that those houses have deteriorated since the period 
of their valuation ? — I cannot say that ; I never saw the houses at all ; w'e merely 
examined the parties. 

4674. What was the course of your examination into the circumstances of those 
parties? — We asked them why they did not pay the rates; they urged their 
exemption, from a change of circumstances in business ; several of them had law 
proceedings against them, and they were very much distressed; others^ were 
widows ; and we certainly were more lenient, as will be perceived by the list, to 
widows than to any one else. Many of them were in trade, and they convinced 
us that they were suffering under law proceedings, and in other ways, and we 
thought it would be a great pity to add to their misery by making them pay taxes. 
The foreman of the grand jury, Mr. Lane, deputed myself, and Mr. George 
Newenham, and Mr. Hatton, and we sat in a separate apartment, and examined 
into all the applicants as they came. We made a report to the foreman of the 
grand jury of those we wished to have exempted ; and any that any of the gentle- 
men of the grand jury objected to, the parties were ordei'ed in before the grand 
jury. 

4675. Then it was the wish, on the part both of yourself and the other gentle- 
men who were associated with you for this business, as also of the grand jury, not 
to relieve parties unless where there was absolute necessity ? — Those were our 
instructions. 

4676. And you executed those instructions with great carefulness, so as not to 

let off a party unless real necessity imposed the duty on you? — And comparing 
with others that we saw exempted ; we saw others in similar circumstances exempt ; 
then we said, if A. B. is e.xempt, why should not C. D. be exempt under the same 
circumstances ? t\ • u 

4677. Even if A. B. was improperly exempted, you would exempt C. D. in the 
same manner ? — Certainly not ; but we took that often as a guide. 

4678. But upon the whole there was no disposition to exempt persons without 
sufficient cause ? — Ortainly not ; they were exempted by poverty and comparison. 

4679. But the comparison never superseding the positive circumstances of the 
case r — No, it did not. 

4680. Mr. Serjeant Jackso 7 i.'\ Do you apprehend that persons who are in such 
poor circumstances as to be absolved from the payment of rates, are fit persons to 
have the elective franchise continued in them? — Take the last 20 years, thegiand 
jury have been allowing persons to be freed from taxes that ought^ not, and 
I repeatedly complained of it; and I complained of it as a gross partiality on the 
part of the constables returning such people as exempt from rates. 

4681. Do you apprehend that persons who are absolved from the payment of 
rates, upon the ground of being so very poor, are persons in whom the elective 
franchise ought to be continued? — If a man pays 2ol. a year, and he is exempt 
from his taxes, as very poor, I think it ought not to interfere with his franchise. 

4682. Is that the only case in which you would continue the franchise,^ or do 
you mean that as an answer to the general question ? — Cork is differently situated 
from almost any city in Ireland ; it is governed by a local Act, and under that 
Act I found the most unfair allowances made to householders, by a system of 
favouritism, and I repeatedly called it to the attention of the grand jury. I ad- 
dressed them in the public papers, and I waited on them, calling upon them to put 
a stop to that system. 

4683. The question is repeated. Speaking of persons as a class who are so 
poor as to be exempted from the payment of taxes, do you conceive that that 
class of persons is an eligible class to continue in possession of the elective fran- 
chise ? — If they were of the description now referred to, I think they w'ould not 
be ; but I do not think they are of that class. 

4684. You were understood to say that none were exempt from the payment of 
taxes by you and the other gentlemen associated with you, except those wlio you con- 
sidered, from their- circumstances, ought to be exempt ? — Yes ; I think there were 
others that were exempted by comparison with others. If they said, for instance, 
my neighbour next door has just as good a house as I have, he pays as much rent 
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as I do, he is exempt, and I claim exemption in like manner; we have allowed 
persons m that way, without ascertaining their absolute poverty. 

4 5- 1 on were understood to say that if A. B. were improperly exempted 
from the parent of local taxes, that would not have been a reason with you to 
exempt C. D.?— Yes, I stated that; but the last question has drawn to mv 
attention instances where we did allow a party, from comparison with his neigh- 
bom, and 1 now explain what I mean by comparison. 

4686 Then you have no doubt that there were a number of instances in which 
yon did absolve from the payment of taxes persons in the occupation of houses 
which ought properly, according to the Act of Parliament, to be rated, and who 
were in circumstances to enable them to pay the taxes ?— Indeed I believe there 
were instances of that kind. 

4687. When you say you believe there were instances, do you mean to sav vou 
are not sure? — I am not sure. ^ ^ 



4688. Then you are not prepared to say that any person was exempt upon 
that occasion who occupied premises that were a proper subject for rating, and 
who was in circumstances to pay rates ?— I am not in a situation to answer pre- 
cisely that; but I believe, generally speaking, we looked to the circumstances of 
the party ; there may be exceptions where they were excused by comparison, but 
1 do not think there are many. 

4689. Haying the lists before you, will you refer to the list and point out any 

person who, being m possession of premises which, in your judgment, ought to be 
rated, and being in circumstances to pay the rate, has been exempted ? — There is 
a person of the name of A. Norwood, Bachelor’s Quay ; I think his house, beino- 
on .Dacheiors Quay, strictly speaking, ought not to be exempted. ° 

4y90- In your judgment, that tenement is one that ought to have been rated ’ 

1 think so. 

4691. To what value ? — f. i 2. 

4692. Was Mr. Norwood in circumstances enabling him to pav the rater— I 
have since learned that he is; he keeps, I believe, a watchmaker’s shop there. 

4093- Did not you at the time inquire into liis circumstances?— It must have 
been represented to us at the lime that the man was not in circumstances, but pro- 
bably we did It by a comparison with his next-door neighbour; but I now know 
that he is a man that I think could pay it. 

4694 Have you ascertained that he is a man that could pay the rate ?— I think 
he IS ; I know the man, and I know the house. 

4695' Ml', ie/roj/.] Your now being of opinion that he should be chamed to 
the rate, arises from circumstances subsequent to the inquirv? Yes. ° 

4696. Chairman:] Then your opinion as to his not being properly exempted 
tas been formed subsequently to the period of your serving upon the grand jury ? 



4697. Mr. Lefroy.] Can you point out a single one on that list whom, at the 
time, you considered to be in circumstances to be taxed, and yet you exempted him 
from a comparison with his neighbour ?— Not at that time; but I have subse- 
quently learnt that tliere are some, and had I to do it again, I would not allow 
them. 

4d9h- Ml. Serjeant Jackson.'] You were asked to point out an instance in the 
list, m which a party occupying a tenement which at the time ought to have been 
rated, and being in circumstances to pay, was exempted as not capable of paying ? 
— Ihe parties that claimed here, claimed upon the score of setting to poor lodgers, 
and upon that score we allowed tliem, and not upon the ground of poverty. * 

. 4699. Can you point out in the list an instance of one person who, in your 
judgment, at the time occupied a house that ought to have been rated, the party 
being also, in ^your judgment, at the time in circumstances which enabled him to 
pay the rate?— I think parties were in circumstances to pay the rate, but we 
allowed them upon the score of having set to poor lodgers. 

4700. Can you point out an instance in the list of a pai ty exempted from the 
payment of rate at that time, who occupied premises which ought to have been 
rated, and was in circumstances that enabled him to pay?— Here is Mrs. Drinan, 
she occupied premises at 25 /. a year ; she was able to pay, but being set 10 poor 
lodgers, we exempted her upon that account. 

47C*i- Has it not been understood that the setting to noor lodgers was a distinct 
head of exemption.?— Yes; here is a 32/. house and a 16/. house, and they 
having set their lodgings to poor lodgers, we exempted them upon that ground. 

0-46 . ee 2 %70.. In 
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4702. In your opinion, are persons who are so poor as that they ought to be 
exempt from taxation, that class of persons to whom the elective franchise ought 
to be continued ? — My own opinion is, that a man who is too poor to pay taxation 
upon value ought not to be an elector, and I wish it may be altered. 

4703. Chairman.'\ The city has not been valued in any way since 1833 ?— No. 

4704. You have stated that the value of houses has very much increased since 
that period r — In many instances. 

4705. Do you mean to state that, generally speaking, the property m the city 
of Cork has varied in value since that period ? — Greatly. 

4706. Consequently a new valuation would be very desirable? — Most desirable. 

4707. Have any applications been made to the grand jury for a new valuation ? 
— Yes. 

4708. Under the Act of 55 Geo. 3, c. 82, it is m the power of the grand jury 
to order a new valuation as often as they think requisite ? — It is. 

4709. That being the case, what ground have the grand jury alleged for not 
complying with that request for a new valuation ? — The new law comes into force 
this year, and they wished to allow it time to come into operation fairly before 
they put the city to the expense of a new valuation. It is a very heavy expense to 
the city, and they wished to save the city that expense till the new law came which 
is now in force, by which, I think, all this which we have been complaining of will 
be remedied. 

4710. Then have they been waiting ever since the year 1 833 for this ? — They have. 

4711. When will the new law come into effect? — This year. 

4712. Then your expectation is, that there will be a new valuation of the whole 
district of the county of the city of Cork in the course of the present year ? — 
That is my hope and opinion. 

4713. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.'\ Referring to the evidence given by you, in answer 
2002, it would appear that you were a principal promovent in bringing about 
the exemption of persons paying rates ? — Previous to 1 832 the grand juries, upon 
the reports of the parish constables, made exemptions without reference to the 
rent ; many parties complained that it was a system of favouritism ; that they only 
allowed such as they pleased ; and certainly they did allow many that they_ ought 
not to have allowed, and they made others pay, whom, by comparing their circum- 
stances, they ought not to have made pay. That was constantly a cause of com- 
plaint. Then, after the spring of 1833, this exemption to the previous parties 
continued, and created a jealousy; still no redress was given. Then when the 
registry of 1832 placed so many upon the register of household voters, there was 
a hue-and-cry raised, that parties who were low upon the valuation before, did not 
pay taxes, and that there ought to be a valuation to bring them in. Then came 
the supplementary valuation of 1833, and many parties who had voted in 1832 
were then, for the first time, taxed, having been exempted before; and they 
complained, and it was stated in the city generally, that if they had not voted 
they would not have brought it upon themselves before the time pf the genera! 
valuation. In that valuation, also, houses which had been raised or improved were 
valued, contrary to the instructions received from the grand jury ; and in some 
instances in which I applied, and stated the facts, the grand jury exonerated those 
houses, not having come within the range of their instructions. 

4714. It appears, from your evidence, that you have been frequently before the 
grand jury, urging the claims of various persons to exemption ? — 1 have; I have 
said, “ either make this man pay who is taxed at 25 or else exempt this man,” and 
in some instances, I have succeeded in making persons pay that bad not done so for 
year’s before, who had very good houses. 

4715. Then, in short, you were, upon that subject, exceedingly active and ener- 
getic with the grand jury in bringing about these proceedings ? — I was ; I addressed 
them in the public papers, and I do believe I did some good by it. 

4716. And when you came to serve upon the grand jury, for the first time, in 
the last summer assizes, then the thing was practically clone, and those lists which 
you have produced, were the result of the exertions of yourself, and of tliose two 
gentlemen associated with you? — Yes, because, when we could not get those men 
struck off that we wished up to that period, we then gave them the benefit of the 
indulgence granted to others. We said, “ If you do not strike these men off, jve 
have a right to allow these people, upon the same principle ;” and, in fact, I think 
the number of allowances in addition to that opened the eyes of the grand jury so 
completely, that they saw that they must have a new valuation altogether. 

4717. Then 
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4717. Then it would appear, from your last answer, that these lists are lists of ' 
persons who have been exempted from taxation by the last grand jury, by com- 
parison with, or reference to the cases of others that enjoyed exemption, rather 

than from reference to their circumstances and the value of their premises? 

Both ; because if you look at them, you will see what a number of widows there 
are. We never looked at the voting, for the principal part of them are widows; 
it was said, that the grand jury had made allowances to voters which they ought 
not to have made ; but you will see the names of a good many widows among 

47^8- How many widows are there ? — 1 think upon that list of 183, there are 
about 46 widows. 

4719. Will you make out a list of those whose names appear upon the two lists 
that are widows r — The widows are all mentioned upon that list ; every name that 
lias “ Mrs.” put to it, are wddows, or else it would be “ Mr.” 

4720. Chairman^ Are there no spinsters among them ? — I suppose that they 
would not have “Mrs.” put to their name; but, that they would have either 
“ Miss” put to them, or else their Christian name. 

4721. Mr. Serjeant Jacleson.'] You were understood to say that there was a 
general rule established for the valuation ; for example, in answer to question 
281 1, “ Do you consider that the valuation, on the whole, is a fair valuation of 
the value of houses occupied by the poorer classes ?” your answer was, “ I be- 
lieve there was a certain sum first valued, and a proportion of that taken off in 
striking the value upon the poorer houses”? — That has been confirmed bv Mr 
Gould. 

4722. Then, in question 2812, you w-ere asked, “ What is your belief as to the 
real value of the houses, as compared with the city valuation of 1828 and 1833?” 
to which you answered, “As compared with the rent, the valuation does not bear 
any proportion.” Then in question 2813, you were asked, “ What difference do 
yon think tliere is between the real value, and the value as inserted in the books ?” 
to which you answered, “Some 7/., 8/., g/., 10/., or 12/., and in other cases 
4 /• or 5 /. difference between the valuation and the rent paid.” Then you were 
asked, “ Do you mean to say that there was that difference between the real value 
and the valuation of 1828 and 1833?” to which your answer was, “I do.” Now 
it would be inferred from this line of evidence, that, in fact, the houses of persons 
valued at 5/., or perhaps not valued at all, were really worth 10 /. and upwards? 
— Yes. 

4723. And so on in proportion in that way? — Yes. 

4724. Then, in fact, the houses were in truth double the value at which they 
were estimated in the valuation? — Yes; I had a house myself that I got double 
the rent for that it was valued in the city rates. 

4725. Nevertheless, it appears that you have urged the grand jury to exempt a 
great number of persons whose houses were really worth 20?. ? — Yes, I did, be- 
cause 1 have known them exempt people that paid 50?. a year. 

4726. Then you did prevail upon the grand jury to exempt from taxation a 
number of persons whose houses were really worth 20 1 . a year ? — I did. 

4727. And more? — And more. 

4728. In question 2806 you were asked, “ When was this grand jury held, to 
udiich you are alluding?” to which you answered, “ Last assizes, in August 1837.” 

1 on were then asked, “ Before or after the election ?” and your answer was, 

“ Considerably after the election.” Now are not you sure that in truth and in 
lact the election took place immediately after that? — Probably I spoke of the elec- 
tion of 1835 ; it must have been that which I meant. 

4729. Then, in point of fact, you now state that this exemption by the grand 
jury at August assizes 1837, took place before the election? — Yes; it must have 
been, of course. 

4730. It was immediately before the election ? — It was. 

4731- It was a few clays before the election ? — It must have been. 

4732. May we not call these two lists which have been put in, supplementary 
lists ; because the way of bringing about the exemption was by the parish officers 
making out returns ; they returned to the jury tlmse who were poor and those 
whose premises were waste, and the grand jury acted upon the returns? — The 
only returns were those by the collector of the taxes, who was obliged to pav up all 
the taxes, whether he gathered them in or not ; and to satisfy tiie grand jury as to 
all the parties from whom he could not collect the taxes, there was a printed sheet 
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allowed by the grand jury ; there was also an additional allowance, which does not 
appear till the next assizes again. 

4733- The lists you have produced to-day seem to be supplemental to ail those 
lists, forming a class of exemptions that had never before occurred ?— They are ; 
they are a class that are not in this printed book. 

4734. There never had been an analogous proceeding to that, had there ? — At 
every assizes the collector has a supplemental list over and above the church- 
warden’s book. 

4735. Do you mean to say that at every assizes there have been proceedings of 
that description ? — At every assizes there is a supplemental list, besides that list 
upon Mr. Lane’s books. 

4736. Who made out these lists? — These were made out by the city rate col- 
lectors, by my order as a grand juror. I desired them to copy them in their own 
books, and to give me a fair copy. 

4737. You say that there are similar lists made out at every assize? — Yes; 
they are in the Crown-office ; they are obliged to be upon a stamp, as a receipt to 
the collector for so much duty, which the collector brings in, 

4738. Did not the lists, at former assizes, consist of persons from whom they 
could not collect the taxes; not of persons who had been exempted? — ^There 
might be a variety of circumstances. Persons might keep in, and keep their 
door shut. The collectors satisfied the grand jury that, for some reason, they could 
not collect that amount, and when they do, that is re-presented. 

4739. Do you mean to say that in former grand juries any portion of the body 
of the grand jury was deputed to go through the process of exempting persons 
from taxation who occupied houses of a proper value to be rated, and who were 
in circumstances themselves to pay rate, but who were to be excused upon the 
ground that other persons who had as good houses, and who were in solvent cir- 
cumstances, had been previously excused? — Yes; I have known that. 

4740. Do you mean to say that at former assizes members of the grand jury 
were appointed for such a purpose as that? — Yes, that has been done. 

4741. Do you mean to say that the collectors of taxes who made out the list for 
previous grand juries were ever invested with an authority to exercise a discretion 
of that kind, to let off persons from rating merely because other persons in similar 
circumstances bad been previously exempted ? — I believe the collector has 
exempted people upon the complaint of persons, that parties similarly circumstanced 
were exonerated. 

4742. The collectors only returned persons from whom they could not levy the 
rate ? — They have returned persons that could pay rates for exemption. 

4743. Did they do that in respect to tlieir duty ? — No. 

4744. Were they authorized by the grand jury so to act? — I do not think they 
were. 

4745. You have stated that w’hat was done at the last assizes was done by the 
sanction of the grand jury, and by members of the grand jury? — It was. 

4746. In that respect, did not the proceeding adopted at the last assizes vary 
from the proceedings adopted at any previous assizes? — It did, it was more 
general ; but at every assizes, when the collector made a return, it was examined 
by members of the grand jury. 

4747. Are you prepared to state whether any of the persons comprehended in 
this list for exemption voted at the last election ? — I do not know ; there may be 
some, but very few, I think. 

4748. You are very well acquainted with those that voted ? — I am ; there may 
be some upon this list, but very few. 

4749. How many do you suppose? — Out of 230 upon the list there may be 
30 or 40; but I can assure the Committee that I had no feeling of that sort; I 
have only to say, in respect of that, that my colleagues were two high Conser- 
vatives, so that they had two to one against me if they had a mind to lean that 
way. 

4750. Chairman^ Supposing a party is, on the ground of poverty, excused from 
the payment of his rate by the grand jury, are those premises ever afterwards 
exempted, whatever may be the change of his circumstances ?~ Every assizes 
must tell for itself; they must either be re-presenteci again or the party taxed ; the 
constables and churchwardens go round, and though at the former assizes he has 
been exempted, they may present him for the next; and, in fact, the collector 

cannot 
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cannot strike his poundage till he gets the returns of the constables and church- 
wardens. ^ A man may be poor one assize and rich the next. 

4751. There having been J 83 individuals let off in one district of the city by the 
grand jury which sat in August last, those 1 83 will be called upon by the collectors 
ta pay taxes, unless upon subsequent application the exemption should be renewed '> 
— Exactly so. 

4752. The exemption applies to one collection only? — One only. 

4753 - Therefore, there must be a reconsideration of each case at each assizes ? 
— Yes, 

4754. Otherwise, the collector’s duty is to levy upon the person the amount of 
the rate at which he is valued ? — Yes. 

4755 - With regard to persons that were let off at the assizes of 1837, can you 
state how many of those had been exempted from the payment of that rate? In- 

deed I cannot; but a great many had been exempted upon the previous assizes 
and they had only to go through the same ordeal at that assizes ; the new presen- 
tations by us were not many at all. 

4756. Mr. Beamish.'] Have you referred to the list of freemen to see whether 
any names have been admitted upon the roll, of persons that have not served their 
fulltime? — Yes; I was aware that after the year 1831 no honorary freemen could 
vote at the election, and when I received the summons of the Chairman, I had re- 
course to what is called the roll of freemen, kept in the public office of the court- 
house of Cork ; and in going over that roil I found gentlemen admitted honorary 
freemen appearing on the roll after 1831, after the prescribed time in the Act of 
Parliament. I wrote a letter to Mr. Besnard, stating that such was the fact, and 
Mr. Besnard at his own office went over those parties with me, and Mr. Besnard 
showed me that the entry upon the roll was an erroneous entry; for that on refer- 
ence to the books of admission, parties had been admitted before the time set forth 
upon that roll ; that it was a clerical error. I have no document but the public one 
to go by, and therefore if there was an error, it was not mine. Mr. Besnard will 
account for the difference between the roll and the books. Then again, another 
matter of complaint is, the men who were admitted to their freedom without having 
served seven years apprenticeship. I gave Mr. Besnard a list of that number, and 
I am now ready to prove that they did not serve their apprenticeships 5 that they 
were illegally admitted freemen and voted at the last election. I will first read the 
names of freemen that appeared upon the roll as honorary freemen, and their 
dates ; there are nine of them ; Thomas Hungerford, of Cahermore, admitted the 
8th of September 1832 ; sworn the 5th of November 1832. 

4757. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Are you acquainted with that gentleman ? — No. 
475S. Do you happen to know that he is as extreme a Radical as any in the 

county of Cork ? — That is pleasant to hear, but I do not know him at all. 

4759 - Chairman.] Has he ever voted ? — He has. 

4760. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] How did he vote ? — I cannot tell without looking 

at the poll. ° 

4761. (To Mr, Besnard.) Will you state the circumstances of the admission of 
Thomas Hungerford, of Cahermore ? — I have here the book in which the entry 
is made at the time at which the freemen are admitted; the portion of the 
book I now have was written before I was town-clerk; it is in the handwriting 
of the gentleman who was town-clerk at the time. Under the head 8th of Sep- 
tember 1830, I find admitted as a freeman Thomas Hungerford, of Cahermore, 
gentleman. When I came into the office, I found that the roll of freemen was 
one that gave no clue at all to the time of admission, nor the right of admission, 
and I constructed a new book altogether, in which I went back to the origin of 
every man’s admission, and I find that the clerk who entered this made a mistake, 
pie one immediately preceding is the 13th September 1832, Francis Carlton 
Reeves; then immediately follows 8th of September, and the clerk wrote 1822 
instead of 1S30. 

4762. Have you any doubt that that gentleman ^vas admitted previous to the 
passing of the Reform Bill? — He was admitted upon the 8th of September 1830. 

4763- Mr. Beamish.] Is that book to which you have been last referring the 
book in which the public expect that you have a correct record? — No doubt. ° 

4764. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] The gentleman who copied the book was misled 
by having the date of September 1832 immediately preceding it?— No doubt. 

4765. Mr. Beamish.] Why should a man appear above him on the roll who is 
entered subsequently ?— I entered them not according to the time they were 
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admitted, but according to the time they were sworn ; Mr. Reeves and Mr. Hun- 
gerford were sworn the same day. A man is never transferred to this book till he- 
is sworn, and in this book every man follows in the order in which he is sworn, 
and these two gentlemen were both sworn upon the 5th of November 1832. 

4766. Mr. Seijeant Jackson.] Then it is probable that the person who made 
the entry made it with reference to the time of his being sworn, instead of the time 
when he was admitted ?— It appears that the other was admitted on the 13th of 
September i 832, and that he made a mistake. 

4767. The original book you have before you now you know to be the authentic 
record of admissions of freemen of the city of Cork ? — Certainly. 

4768. And that portion of it was written before you became the proper officer r 
• — It was. 

4769. (To Mr. Colburn.) Are you able to state whether this gentleman voted at 
the last election? — He did not. 

4770. Can you say what his politics are ?— I believe him to be a Radical, and a 
very great one. 

4771. Mr. Beamish.] What are your politics?— I never interfered since I be- 
came a public officer; but I confess my politics are Conservative. 

4772. (To Mr. Meagher) What is the next? — The next is Clement Hume, 
Esq. ; he appears upon the panel, 8th of September 1832. 

4773. Chab'ma7i,XoM.\\.Besnard.] What explanation have you to give of his 
admission? — He w^as admitted upon the identical day that Mr. Hungerford was, 
and it follows that there is just after his name a mark to signify the same day of 
being admitted ; his name is in the very same day’s admissions. 

4774. (To Mr. Meagher.) What is the next? — Henry John Lindsey. 

4775. (To Mr. Bes 7 iard.) What have you to state about him ? — He was admit- 
ted upon the same day, the 8th of September 1832. 

4776. (To Mr. Colburn) Did that gentleman vote at the last election ? — He 
did; but I do not know which way he voted. 

4777. {To'^lv. Meagher.) What is the next? — The next is Charles Purcell 
Mallow ; he appears upon the list the 24th of November 1 832. 

4778. (To Mr. Besnard.) What explanation have you to give about him ?— 
His admission is right ; he was admitted the 24th of November 1832 ; that was 
after the Reform Act ; but then he was a freeman by right, and not a freeman by 
favour ; he was the eldest son of John Purcell, of Rathmaher. 

4779- eldest-born son ? — He was, and admitted in that right 

4780- 1. Mr. Serjeant Jackson) According to the usage and custom of the city of 
Cork, the eldest-born sons of freemen are entitled, of right, to be admitted ? — Yes. 
(Mr. Meagher.) That was not set forth upon the panel, and therefore I had a 
right to object to it. 

4782. Chairman, to Mr. Colburn.] Did that gentleman vote at the last election ? 
— He did. 

4783. (To Mr; Meagher) What is the next ? — The next is Pierce Purcell, Cas- 
tle View ; lie was admitted upon the 18th of September, 1832. 

4784. (To Mr. Besnard.) What have you to say with respect to him ? — He was 
admitted on the 18th of September 1832, as the eldest-born son of James Purcell, 
of Dramore, a freeman. 

4785. (To Mr. Meagher) What is the next upon your list ? — The next is James 
Norcutt Crone, admitted 8th of September 1836. 

4786. (To Mr. Besnard.) What have you to state respecting him? — He was 
admitted upon the 8th of September 1 830, and 1 836 was copied by mistake, which 
has made Mr. Meagher imagine that he was admitted in 1836. 

4787. (To Mr. Meagher) Did he vote at the last election? — He did vote, I 
know, for the Conservatives. 

4788. Mr. Serjeant Jackson) You are satisfied with regard to each and every 
one of the class which you have now gone through, that they have been rightly 
admitted? — I am. 

4789-90. And that no violation of the Reform Act has been committed? — Cer- 
tainly ; it isa mere clerical eiTor. Now I come tofreemen illegally admitted, not having 
served seven years. The first is John 'I'aylor, apprentice to Robert Young, the 
7th of May 1829 ; he was enrolled; he was admitted the 8ih of August 1836, 
and be was sworn the loth of August 1836. Robert Young declined business on 
the (ilh of June 1 835. See his advertisement (I have liis advertisement here) in the 
Cork Constitution to that effect; and afterwards, the 19th of June i835> John 

Taylor s 
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Taylor’s advertisement, as successor to Robert Young. When ,Iohn Youmr 
returned from the registration-court, he boasted of his admission. Taylor could 
not liave served his seven years, and therefore was illegally admitted. Now I 
want to know why that man was admitted. (Mr. Besnard.) I remember that the 
usual course is, for the person to put in a petition stating the right, and praying 
a f'®, i .*“1 IS usually accompanied by an affidavit attached to it 
that the facts stated m tt are true. I remember the circumstance of this man’s 
claim ; and it was a subject of consideration with the common council, whether he 
should be admitted or not. This man’s claim was under consideration, upon the 

business; but it appeared to them that 
although he had parted with his interest in the establishment, yet that this vouno- 
man continned to act for him in collecting debts, in some measure as his aonren^ 
tjce would do; and they thought it would be hard that the man should, merelv 
because his master had thought fit to change his business, lose the opportunity of 
having his freedom when he really was serving him, though not exactly in the 
usual by collecting his debts, and they admitted him upon that oround 

4791 . Chflirma 7 i.'\ Were the indentures of apprenticeship produced” ?— Yes • and 

they had been enrolled. ’ 

4792. What was the date of those indentures r— 7th of May 1 829. 

4793- He was admitted upon the 8th of August 1 S36 ?— Yes. ‘ 

4794- To that extent he was right ; the only question was, whether he coii- 

tiiiueo an apprentice during the whole of that period ?~Yes ; whether he sufficiently 
served his master by collecting his debts. ^ 

4795- Did it appear whether or no his indentures had been cancelled ■? No • 

they had never been cancelled. ’ 

4796. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.'] Did you ever understand that the title of a per- 
son to be admitted a freeman in_ right of apprenticeship depended upon the 

quantum or the quality of the service which he rendered to his master^ No- I 

never did. ‘ ’ 

4797. If a man to whom an apprentice is indentured chooses to alter his line 
ot business, or to extend his business, or to diminish it, has it ever been understood 
that It varied the right of an indentured apprentice to the freedom, if he served out 
his timer— I never understood that it did; but there are certain descriptions of 
business which are considered not to entitle a man to take an apprentice who will 
be admitted to his freedom, as an attorney. 

479^* It tnust be a trader — It must be a trade. 

4799- Sut suppose a youth is articled to a man in trade, and his indentures are 
legularly enrolled, and the young man continues to do whatever he is required bv 
his master to do, be it much or little, has it ever been understood in Cork that 
the circumstance of his master having extended his trade, or contracted his trade. 
cXd?— apprentice so continuing to serve under articles uncan- 

4800. You were understood to say, that the court had evidence before them that 
tins young man did continue to serve his master as far as his master required • for 
example, in collecting his debts ? — Yes. ’ 

, Was it not the fact that the master had resianeci the 

trade? — I believe he had. ® 

4802^. Was it not the fact that the master liad retired from the trade in which 
he wasr — bo I understood. 

F thereby relinquished his right to continue him as an apprentice 

to that trade r — lhat is the very point. 

4804. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] As a gentleman wlio has had considerable expe- 
rience as a protessional man, do not you consider that the apprentice would have 
Md a right, if the corporation bad refused to admit him, to apply to the Court of 
^iiigs_ Reiich lor a writ of mandamus ?~I have never heard tlm question raised 
end ot course I have not known it to be determined ; and therefore I feel nivself 
incompetent to determine upon it. 

4805. You have never known the question decided one wav or the other'’ 

■bJo, nor even raised. 

4806-7. llin icaims/i.] What is the next instance you liave ?— Phineas Garde, 

. jeweller and silversmith, apprenticed to Thomas Garde, jeweller, on the 12th of 
Ms, ‘''a a freeman the gtli of March 1S35, mid sworn the I3tli of 

-taich 1835. Ilioraas Garde, the master, sailed from Cork to the Brazils in 1827, 
n company with James Connor, now residing in Grattaii-slreet ; coiisequentiv, 
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this man could not have served his apprenticeship. He was admitted a freeman 
by the council ; that is a fraudulent admission ; he voted at the last election. 
(Mr. Besnard.) He was admitted because a petition was presented, and an affi- 
davit regularly given with it. I have no recollection of the circumstance; I 
Know that nothing happened before the council to make it in the slightest degree 
questionable. No person had the slightest idea that there was the least fraud con- 
nected with it. ^ 1 - TT 

4808. Chairman, to Mr. Meagher.'] When did Thomas jarde return i- — He 



never returned. 

4809. How do 'you know that he sailed in 1827 ?— Because the man that went 
in company with him, I went to his house and got his certificate to that effect. 

4810. When was Phineas Garde registered ?— He registered in 1835. 

4811. Mr. Serjeant Jackson?^ Were you acquainted with Thomas Garde?— No, 
I was not, but I spoke to 20 or 30 persons that he was intimately acquainted 

^'481 2. Do you recollect his leaving Cork? — No, but no one will deny that fact. 

4S13. You know nothing of it, of your own knowledge? — No. 

4814. All you know is, that you heard it said that he had gone to the Brazils, 
and never returned ?— The man who sailed in company with him is now returned ; 
and when I sent to his aunt, or one of his relatives, she began to cry, and said that 
she had never heard of him for the last four years, 

4815. (To Mr. JJOTard.) You know nothing of this Thomas Garde, nor do you 

know anything of Phineas Garde, or of the facts of his apprenticeship ?— I do not ; 
but if the facts are as Mr. Meagher has stated, it was an imposition upon the 
council. , • • 9 

4816. Were you town-clerk of the corporation at the time of this admission f — 

I was. . . . 

4817. You are sure that the usual course of proceeding was adopted m this 

case as in all others t — Quite so. • ■ c 

4818. That all the proper documents were laid before the council to satisfy 
them that all was right?— Quite so. 

4819. You are prepared to say that if anything like what has been stated took 

place, It was by fraud and imposition upon the corporation? — Decidedly. If 

there’had been the least hint given of it, a most rigid inquiry would have been 



made before the admission. 

4820-1. Did the corporation, in that case, go through the same course as tliey 
do with regard to others that claim the right of apprenticeship ?— They did. 
(Mr. Meagher.) I gave notice to the mayor, in open court, that fraudulent admis- 
sions had taken place, and I was every day in expectation that they would have an 



4822. When did you give any caution to the mayor of Cork in this matter.'' — 
When Mr. Saunders was mayor. 

4823. How long after this individual was admitted was that ?~T. wo years after ; 
I did not know it till then ; I wanted an inquiry. 

4824. You never apprised the corporation of these alleged facts till two years 
after the man had been sworn r — I was not aware of it myself. 

4825. But neither you nor anybody, to your knowledge, apprised the corporation 
of it till that time ?— I do not" know, because there were a great many people 
whispering about it; and when I made the inquiry I found that he was a fraudulent 
freeman, and that he is not at this moment a freeman in reality. 

4826. The question is, whether you yourself, or any other person to your know- 
ledge, apprised the corporation, or tlie mayor, or the town-clerk, or any othei 
officer of the -corporation, of that alleged fact touching Phineas Garde, for two 
years after he had been admitted and sworn ?-No ; but the moment it did come 
to my knowledge I apprised the mayor of it, and called upon him for investigation. 

4827. Chairman, to M\\ Colburn.] When does it appear that he registered?— 
The 3d of April 1835. 

4828. (To Mv. Meagher) Did you oppose the registry of this man’— i was 
not aware of the facts ; but if I had opposed him, the barrister would have admit- 
ted him, as he did many others under similar circumstances. 1 opposed a man 
for having voted out of a house that he did not reside in, and parties came up to 
swear that the man was a non-resident ; the assessor asked if the man took the 
necessary oaths, and it was stated that he did ; and then he said, “ I admit the vote, 
and you may prosecute the man.” 
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4829. Mr. Seijeant Jackson.'\ You are now speaking of the election when there 
was an assessor to the sheriff? — Yes. 

being opposed at the registry. If I had been aware of these facts I would have 
opposed him ; but when I did oppose people before Mr. Martley. he said “ Sir 
I find him upon the corporation roll, and you must go to the corporation : I can- 
not interfere with their registration; I cannot interfere and he registered him in 
spite of my objection. It was on Mr. Martley’s stating that to me that I, in open 
court, addressed the mayor, and requested him to put a stop to this kind of rems- 
tenng, tor that it was putting men unfairly upon the roll of freemen ° 

4831- Are you aware that the assistant barrister, Mr. Hartley,' could not bv 
law have taken any other course ?— I presume so; but I did not know it when 
I addressed him, and then I went to the mayor and corporation and addressed them 

4832- Who IS the next you complain of?— Robert Bissett Lawson - he was 
nephew and apprentice to John Lawson, hosier, Grand Parade ; he was enrolled 
the 3d of March 1827 the date of his indenture ; he was admitted a freeman on 
the 30th of March 1835, and he was sworn that day. John Lawson died of 
cholera m the year 1832, and that man was improperly admitted; I knew John 

. Dawson; 1 knew the young man, and I knew the time of his death, and all the 
circumstances. ’ 

4833' (To Mr. Bernard.) Do you recollect anything of this case ? — I do not 
recollect how soon after the execution of the indentures the master died • but 
1 certainly recollect that U was stated to the council that he had died before the 
expiration of the indentures ; and that it was then represented, on the part of the 
apprentice, that he had continued to perform his duties towards the representatives 
ot his master, and carried on the business for them, and acted as an apprentice to 
the termination of his indentures ; and he proved that he had continued to act for 
the representatives of his master. 

4834-5- Was that proved by anything but his own declaration ?— Yes ; the fact 
was ascertained, but there was no transfer of the indentures. (Mr. Measher.) The 
widow also died before he could have served seven years ; that man was only for 
hve years with John Lawson, and he was admitted fraudulently, because after 
the master s death he had a right to have his indentures transferred to another 
man and endorsed and enrolled by Mr. Besnard, neither of which was done. 

— Yes * apprentice had served five years when the master died? 

4&p. ChcdT,na 7 i.] When did Mrs. Lawson die ’—She died about 12 or ly 
months alter her husband. ^ 

4838. Mr. Serjeant Jachso?l, to Mr. Besnard^ Have you any doubt that it was 
made appear to the corporation that this young man continued to serve after the 
death of his master, his master’s wife and family, the representatives of the de 
ceased?— It was made to appear that he continued to serve the representatives of 
the deceased ; and I believe the man is in the same establishment still 
4839-40. Doing business in the same way as he did during his master’s lifetime? 
les. (Mr. Meagher.) It was a Mr. Dant succeeded to John Lawson ; and Dant 
did not get an assignment of Robert Lawson’s indenture; he had no assignment 
no enrolment, nor anything upon earth; and yet they admitted him as an Appren- 
tice, when he had only served five years ; and I charge that as a fraudulent admission. 

4841. Chairman, to Mr. Colburn:) Does John Bissett Lawson appear upon the 

register? — He does, on the 22d of June 1835. ^ 

4842. (To Mr. Meagher.) Was he opposed before the revising barrister?— No • 

the facts were not known then. ’ 

4843- Did you ever communicate to the corporation that that was an imoroopr 
admission? — 1 did. ^ 

4844. When?— To Mr. Besnard, about a week or 10 days before he left Cork 
tor Lugland. 

4845. That was in the month of January last? — Yes. 

4846. And you had never before intimated to the corporation that there was 
anything objectionable in it?— My reason is, that after I received the summons, 
i went to the roll to see it; and this is the result of my labour upon the roll. 

4847- What IS the next case?— The next is James Morgan, nailer; he is said 
to have served his apprenticeship to William Childs, nailer. His indentures are 
emol ed and dated the 12th of May 1829. He was admitted a freeman tlie 5th 
01 July 1S36, and was sworn the 21st of September 1836. W’illiam Childs, his 
F V 2 master. 
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master, died in 1 835, and was interred out of, the house, his landlord, Sullivan, 
told me ; consequently, Morgan had not served seven ye rs, and w’as admitted 

improperly and illegally. ■ , ,kt 1 r -a i ■ 

4S48. Did you know William Childs, the master r— No; but I was with his 
landlord and receiver of rents. 

4849. Did you ever make any intimation to the corporation that this young man, 
James Morgan, had not served his apprenticeship properly — I did. 

4850. "When ? — At the same time as the others, to Mr. Besnard. 

4S51. That is, in January last ? — Yes. 

4852. And no, other person, to your knowledge, ever made such a communica- 
tion to the corooration before? — Not that I am aware of. 

4853- ('I'o inform the Committee whether or not the 

established course was adopted in the case of this James Morgan?— I have not 
the least recollection of it at all. • , • -j v 

4854. Chairvian.'j Have vou any entries in your book respecting him f— i es. 

4855. (To Mr. Does he appear upon the roll He does. (Mr. Bes- 

nard.) I have the entry of James Morgan having served ■William Childs, nailer, 
and being admitted, as of right, on the 5th of July 1836. 

4856* Have you any doubt that in that young man’s case the usual proceeding 
was adopted : — I have none whatever. 

4857. You would not put the case before the council unless the proper docu- 
ments were presented to you ?• — It always comes by petition. 

4858. And the fact of serving the apprenticeship is authenticated ? — It is. 

4850. Will you state distinctly what the course of proceeding is when a person 

ciaims'to be admitted a freeman in right of servitude? — He presents a petition, 
stating the date of his indentures, and bis having served his apprenticeship, and at 
the foot of it his affidavit, verifying the facts mentioned in the petition. 

4860. That is presented to the council?— That is presented to the council’ 

4863 . Does the council upon that proceed to examine into the matter ?— They do. 

4862. And they satisfy themselves upon the allegation upon which the right is 
founded before they admit the party ? — They do. 

4863. Have you any reason to doubt that the same proceeding was adopted with 
regard to James Morgan that is always adopted with regard' to apprentices ? — I 
ha'v’e no reason to doubt that everything was done then which is done usually. 

4S64. Is it your business to be present upon those occasions ? — Yes, I am 
usually there, and it is my business to be there, unless illness or accident prevents me. 

4865. Supposing circumstances came to the knowledge of the council, such as 
have been described by Mr. Meagher, would any person connected with the cor- 
poration deem it his duty to oppose the admission of an individual so circum- 
stanced ? — If there is the slightest question it is brought before the common council. 

4866. Mr. Serjeant Jaclcson.'\ Have you any doubts, that if the facts stated by 
Mr. Meagher were made to appear to the council, his claim would be rejected? — 
I do not know. With respect to a person who had nearly served out his apprentice- 
ship, and his master had died, there are two instances here, in which they were 
-admitted, after consideration of the subject. 

4867. Did they require in those cases that it should appear that the apprentice 
had continued to serve in the establishment of some of the family, after the de- 
cease of the master?— Certainly. 

4868. Then they do require to be satisfied that there has been a seven years 
servitude, either to the individual to whom the parly is bound, or to his represen- 
tatives ? — Certainly. 

4869. If the contrary of that state of facts appears, namely, that the appren- 
tice ceased to serve upon the death of his master, who died before tbe seven 
years were expired, the council would not admit him r — Undoubtedly they would 
refuse him. 

4870. They would do so irrespective of any party consideration whatever?— 
I am convinced they would. 

4871. Have the corporation of Cork shown themselves to be actuated by party 
views in the admission of freemen, by availing themselves of the power ol making 
honorary freemen, who would, as honorary freemen, not be entitled to register, but 
whose sons would be entitled to register, and claim as of right ? — No, they have 
not; they consider it would be a violation of tbe intentions of the Legislature, 
altliough the Irish Act differs from the English one in permitting it to be done, but 
•ihey have not done so. 

^ 4872. Are 
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4872. Are you aware that the subject was considered by the common council, 
and that they adopted the line of conduct you have now stated ? — I will not say 
that it was considered by the council as a subject for the council to determine 
upon ; but I know that every individual that has spoken with me upon the subject 
concurred with me. I expressed it as my opinion that it would be improper to do 
so, and they all concurred in that opinion. 

4873. Have they systematically abstained from making any freemen, with a view 
to augment the number of freemen in the corporation, in any manner that might be 
an evasion of the provisions of the Reform Bill? — They have, deliberately and 
advisedly. 

4S74. Then, with regard to the class of persons who are now under impeach- 
ment by Mr. Meagher, if, in any instance, any formal regulation has been evaded, 
it has been unconsciously on the part of the common council, and there has been 
no sinister admission of any of those individuals? — Certainly; I have here two 
instances. They are Mr. 'VVilliani Starkey Chamberie and Thomas Govis ; they 
were bound apprentices to Mr. Howe, a very respectable man in a very large way 
of business as master-cooper, and a merchant also ; they served him as apprentices 
till his death, which happened a few months before the termination of the inden- 
tures, and continued in the service of the person who was his head-manager till the 
termination of their indentures. The council knew of these circumstances; they 
knew that the master had died ; it was proved by the oath of the person who suc- 
ceeded to the care of the business for the widow of Mr. Howe, and wound up the 
establishment. The council knew that they had continued to serve this person, 
and they admitted them deliberately, knowdng the fact of the master’s death, but 
thinking that the parties were entitled. 

4875. By reason of having made up the few months that w’ere wanting, serv- 
ing in the establishment for those who represented the deceased ? — Yes ; they thoiicrht 
it would be a hardship upon the party to lose their right to the freedom, because 
their master had died a few mouths before the termination of the indentures. 

4876. Had you experience of the office of the town-clerk, and the course of pro- 
ceedings in the common council, before you became the town-clerk ? — I think I had 
■experience about the proceedings of tiie common council; I knew the proceedino-s 
of the corporation generally. 

4S77. Has there been, to your knowledge, any departure from the oi'dinary 
course of proceeding in the admission of freemen, since the passing of the Reform 
Bill, on the part of the corporation of Cork ? — None. 

4878. They have proceeded in the matter of admitting claimants to the freedom 
of the city of Cork according to the old established usages, and the course of pro- 
ceeding which has obtained in that corporation ? — They have, as far as my know- 
ledge goes. 

4879. And, to your knowledge, they have not been swerved from the usual 
course of proceeding by any motive beyond that of the discharge of their duty ? — 

I am sure they have not. 

4880. (To Mr. Meagher.') What is the next case? — The next is William 
Starkey Chamberie, cooper; was apprenticed to Randle Howe the 1st of August 
1829. He was admitted a freeman the 13th of September 1836, and sworn' the 
31st of October 1836. Nowit must be very well known to the council, who 
admitted this man, that he did not serve his apprenticeship, becau.se they knew 
Howe very well ; they knew that Howe had died. The admission of that man 
was illegal, and contrary to law and justice ; and the man voted at the last elec- 
tion against the sitting Members, and that is what I complain of, these admissions 
bringing in illegal voters. 

488). Chairman.) When did Howe die? — In April 1836. 

4882. When was Starkey admitted a freeman? — The 31st of October 1836; 
he was bound the 1st of August 1829. 

4883. Howe died three months before the seven years had expired ? — He did ; 
and that is where I complain of the injustice of the mayor and council in admitting 
■such a man. 

4884. Who succeeded Howe in his business? — He had no successor. 

48S5. Mr. Serjeant Jucksojt^ Who wound up the business ? — I do not know 
who wound up the business. He died a very rich man ; and they might have sold 
•the casks and things to turn them into cash. 

4886. Ckairma 7 i.'\ He was a cooper ? — He was. 

p F 3 4887. Did 
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4887. Did none of his family go on ^vith that business subsequent to that tUneJ 
— No ; none of his family went on with it. 

4888. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.'] Was not the business carried on for the purpose 
of winding up the concern? — Not as a cooper. He was a contractor with -the 
Government. They may have wound up his contract with the Government. 

4889. Had not he, at the time of his death, business on hand in the line of 
his trade as a cooper ? — I cannot recollect that; his brother is a physician, and I 
believe his brother wound up his affairs by selling off the stock. 

4890. Have you any doubt that there was business going on at the time of his 
death, not only in his capacity as cooper, but also in his capacity as a merchant ? 
— The concern was obliged to be wound up. 

4891. Must not there be a good deal to do in winding up such a concern ? — 
Certainly. 

4892. Whatever provisions he had would have to be disposed of, and whatever 
he had contracted to supply would have to be made up to complete his agreement ? 
— I suppose so. 

4893. Do you know how long his contract with the Government lasted ? — No ; 
but I speak of the illegal admitting of men that have not served seven years. 

4894. What is the next case?' — ^The next is Thomas Govis, a cooper; that 
man, in like manner, was admitted a freeman when he could not have served seven 
years. 

4895. Had Thomas Govis served a greater or a less portion of time before the 
death of Mr. Howe, than the last named person ? — He was apprenticed on the 
1st of September 1829 ; he was even later apprenticed than the former man; he 
was a month later. 

4896. How much did he want to complete the whole seven years at the time 
of the death of Mr. Howe ? — Five months. 

4897. Can you have a doubt upon your mind that it would require at least 
five months to work up the stock on hand, and to fulfil whatever contracts there 
might be, and to wind up the affairs ? — I think that whatever coopering business 
was done must have been done by another master-cooper. 

4898. Whatever provision contract was to be completed, was to be completed 
by his representatives? — Exactly. 

4899. Have you the least doubt that it would occupy, at least, five months to 
do all that ? — I think it would take all that ; but I say that the apprentices ought 
to have been transferred to a new master-cooper. 

4900. What is the next case ? — The next is Amos Cook, a victualler ; he was 
bound to William Cook the 20th, of October 1 830 ; he was admitted a freeman 
on the 20th of May 1837, and sworn the 23d of June 1837; consequently he 
could not have been seven years an apprentice when he was admitted. 

490]. (To Mr. Besnard.) Have you any explanation to give of this case? — 
There is a mistake here, which I discovered since ■ Mr. Meagher spoke to me ; 
the entry here speaks of the apprenticeship bearing date the 20th of October 1830; 
that was before I was town-clerk ; but it is clear that his indenture bore date the 
20th of October 1829 ; because it was enrolled on the 6th of April 1830, and 
therefore it must have been dated the 20th of October previous to that. 

4902. (To Mr. Meagher.) What is the next ? — I complain of Anthony Perrier, 
junior, the son of Sir Anthony Perrier, bound the 1st of March 1829, and ad- 
mitted an apprentice the 13th of April 1836, and sworn the i6th of June 1836. 
Now, I allege that Sir Anthony Perrier, his father, had ceased to be a merchant 
for years before, and that it was a colourable name to serve his family ; that he 
was no merchant, and that was known to the council, of which Sir Anthony is one 
himself. 

4903. (To'Mr. Besnard) What observations have you to make upon this? — 
The date of the indenture and the date of the admission is all right, as far as my 
knowledge goes; Sir Anthony Perrier, who had been a very extensive merchant 
formerly, has ceased to conduct that business, at all events to the extent ; indeed, 
I believe, has not been an importing merchant or an exporting merchant during 
the time his son was apprenticed to him ; but he is the agent of the Atlas Assur- 
ance Company, and, I believe, occasionally he did business in the way of trade, 
though it must have been upon a small scale. But the subject was brought under 
the consideration of the council ; some parties said that Sir Anthony Perrier might 
not be considered to be a merchant ; but they said it would be hard to set limits 
to the time at which a man should be obliged to resume a trade which he had 

been 
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been carrying on, that he might resume it, or he might have been carrying it on 
without parties being acquainted with the extent to which it was done ; it was well 
known that he had been a merchant on a very large scale. 

4904. C/tdirmcin.] What son of Sir Anthony is it? — A younger son, and not 
entitled to his freedom in any other way than by servitude. 

4905. When was his indenture enrolled ?— Anthony Perrier, junior, was bound 
apprentice to his father upon the 1st of March 1829, and it was enrolled on the 
15th of July 1829. 

4906. Mr. Serjeant Jackson,] At that time there was no law prohibiting per- 
sons from being made honorary freemen ? — No. ^ 

4907. You cannot therefore imagine that this young man was bound apprentice 
for the purpose of giving him eventually a colourable claim to freedom ?— I cannot 
say ; 1 know that he attended in his father’s office at the time. 

4908. At the time he became apprentice to his father there was nothing in the 
state of the law which bound up the corporation from grantintr freedom to any- 
body ? — Certainly not. 

4909. And you are aware, that according to the state of the law at that time 
honorary freemen were admitted to vote at elections and for municipal offices 
Yes. 

4910. Then can you have any doubt that at the time he became an apprentice, 
he was a bona fide apprentice, and not for the purpose of obtaining the freedom? 
— I am sure he was. 

4911. Are you aware that that young man did transact business for his father ^ 
— I know he did. 

4912. Are you aware that he continued to transact business for his father, in 
his father’s office, from the time he was bound till he was admitted a freeman?— 
I am sure he did. 

491 3- you yourself live in the neighbourhood of his office ? — Close to it. 

4914- Are you aware, that although Sir Anthony Perrier has not continued an 
export merchant upon the extensive scale upon which at one time he carried on 
business, he has continued to transact business in Cork since he ceased to be an 
extensive export merchant? — He has. 

4915. And he still continues to transact business ? — He does. 

4916. You do not consider that a man’s varying the amount of his business, or 
the nature of his business, ought to prevent his apprentice from having the benefit 
of serving his time, according to the rules of the corporation? — As I said before, 
there are certain businesses that do not entitle a man to take an apprentice and 
make him free, but whether the business that Sir Anthony Perrier follows is of 
such a nature it is not for me to judge. 

49.17* You were understood to say that he has done business, though upon 
a limited scale; what description of business has he done? — He is agent of an 
insurance company, and he does a good deal of business in that way ; and 
I should think he may have occasionally done some very small quantity of mer- 
cantile business. 

4918. Besides his agency? — I think it is very likely, but I do not know the 
fact. 

4919* 1^0 you know when he ceased to be an extensive merchant ? I do not. 

4920. Chairman, to Mr. Meagher,^] Have you any statement to make with 
reference to this case ? — I objected to this young man at the time of the recristry 
before Mr. Hartley, and Mr. Hartley told me that that objection should^have 
been made to the council, and I did so ; but so far from the council takintr notice 
of it, they allowed Sir Anthony to bind two more sons, and he has them now 
.upon the roll as apprentices ; and I say that that is a confirmation of my view of 
It, that it is done for a pretence and colourable purpose, to make them freemen 
and voters in the city of Cork. 

4921. You do not think it rather tends, on the other hand, to prove that he is 
oondfide a merchant } — I am sure it is not the fact ; he is no merchant. 

4922. Do you mean to state that Sir Anthony Perrier has apprenticed two more 
of his sons to himself subsequent to your opposition to the admission of that son ? 
—Yes. 

.4923. When was that opposition made ? — At the registry in 1836; it was pre- 
vious to that, but it was subsequent to the former young man ; it was only by 
tracing back upon the roll I found that he had two more sons who are not what 
ttiey call “ ripe” yet. 

F p 4 4924. Mr. 
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4924. Mr. Serjeant Jackson, to Mr. Besnanl] Have you any observation to- 
make upon this ? — I do not find any man named Perrier, whose indentures are 
entered here,, but the young man I have mentioned; I believe there is but one 
other younger son, who is in America. 

4925. Is the book you now produce, the book in which the enrolments are 

4926. Having searched in that book, do you find any other son of Sir Anthony 
Perrier ? — I have looked in the index, and I do not find any other. 

4927. Chairman, to Mr. Meagher.] Have you any other objections to make 
coming under this head ?— I have to state against the council that they refused the 
freedom to Robert IMorrogh, bound apprentice to David Tuckey. 

4928. Was David Tuckey an attorney ? — He was. 

4929. And not a merchant ?— No ; Robert Morrogh was bound apprentice to 
Davud Tuckey in the city of Cork on the 26th of June, a gentleman conveyancer 
and public notary, for the term of seven years, from the 13th of March 1819, the 
day of the date of the indenture. David Tuckey died before Morrogh finished his 
time, and this individual was transferred to Exshaw and Kift, and then this transter 
was regularly enrolled according to the rules of the corporation ; yet the council 
at the expiration of his time refused him his freedom. 

4930. What year was that inr — After the year 1826 they refused him his 

freedom. ... • r • • 

4931. Did you complain of his non-admission r — I complain of his non- 
admission. 

4932. (To Mr. Besnard.) Have you any explanation to give of this? — I do not 
know anything of the circumstance but by report, not having been town-clerk at 
the time; but the council, I understand, acted under the advice of the recorder, 
who was of opinion that the apprentice of an attorney was not entitled to his Iree- 
dom. There had been instances in which it was done some years ago, before Mr. 
WaiTget, who is the present recorder, liad become so, but upon his becoming re- 
corde^r he expressed it as his opinion that attornies’ apprentices were not entitled 
to be admitted to the freedom, and the council acted upon that. 

4933. Then, the council, in rejecting this claim, acted under the recorder’s 
advice, whose opinion was to the effect, that an apprentice to an attorney had no 
right to his freedom, though he had served a proper apprenticeship? — So I under- 
stand. 

4934. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Has that opinion been acted upon in the common 
council ? — It has. 

4935. Have there been many other applications by persons claiming in right of 
apprentices to attornies ? — No, very few, because it is very few attornies’ appren- 
tices who serve seven years ; five years is sufficient for professional purposes, and 
very few persons would consent to serve two years additional for the purpose of 
becoming freemen. 

4936. But there have been other instances ? — I think I recollect others. 

4937. Has it ever occurred within your knowledge, that any person under those 
circumstances, having served to an attorney, has been admitted as a freeman? — 
One ; that was before Mr. Wagget was recorder. 

4938. But not since the present acting recorder has held the office t — Not since, 
to my knowledge. 

4939. Are you able to state the date of the last admission under those circum- 
stances ? — I do not know, but I think Mr. John Sweeny was the last. 

4940. (To Mr. Meagher.) What is the next instance you wish to mention ?— 
Richard Gould served his apprenticeship to Samuel Lane, a merchant, and his 
indentures were regularly enrolled, yet he was refused his freedom by the corpoia- 
tion subsequent to the servitude of seven years ; the enrolment appears upon the 
book ; and after the expiration of seven years an application was made, and he was 
refused. His indentures commenced from the 20th day of September 1819. (Mi. 
Besnard.) I have only to say, I know nothing of it, and never heard of it till this 
moment. (JAw Meagher.) The next is Anthony Uvedale ; he was bound appren- 
tice to John Fitzgerald, the deputy-postmaster 5 I believe that is no trade, and he 
was admitted a freeman, as the apprentice to a deputy-postmaster ; he was admitted 
a freeman on the 28th of November 1818. (Mr. Besnard.) I find in the book that 
he was bound apprentice to John Fitzgerald, deputy-postmaster of the city of 
Cork, for seven vears, from the 26th of September 1811. 

4941. Do 
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4941. Do you know anydjing about that case?~Nothing in the world ; I never 
heard of it till this moment. 

4942. Do you know whether he was in any kind of business ? — I do not. 

4943 * Chab'man, to Mr. ColbuTti.'\ Does Uvedale appear upon the register ? — 

He is not registered. 

4944 ~‘ 5 ' Mi*- Seijeant Jackson, to Mr. Meagher^ Did you in your investigations 
go as far back as 20 years in searching for improper admissions and improper 
refusals No ; but I happened to know these parties well, and knowing that they 
were not in any trade, I was sure that it was done for a colourable pretext. (Mr. 
Bcsnavd.') I do not find this man’s name at all upon the list of freemen j every 
man has a right to come and enrol, but the benefit from his enrolment is another 
thing. 

4946. Can you say with certainty that Uvedale has never been admitted to the 
freedom ? — Andrew Uvedale was admitted to his freedom, but not in right of 
servitude; he was admitted in 1820 as a freeman by favour, and he was never 
sworn, and does not appear upon the roll of freemen. 

4947 - (To Mr. Meagher.) What is the next case ? — The next is John Danckirt ; 
he appears as an apprentice to John Fitzgerald, deputy-postmaster, and as such 
was admitted to his freedom, and voted at the last election. (Mr. Besnard.) John 
Danckirt, jun., gentleman, was admitted as the eldest son of John Danckirt, spirit 
merchant, on the 28th of July 1824. (Mr. Meagher.) He was bound apprentice 
to the deputy-postmaster, and was subsequently admitted a freeman ; and though 
he came in without reference to this enrolment, I complain of the circumstance of 
one, being a postmaster, taking an apprentice, and the other I mentioned, being a 
conveyancer and attorney, not being admitted. 

_ 4948- But it appears that he was not admitted as an apprentice, but in right of 
birth, and therefore your objection falls to the ground ? — It does ; but that I could 
not know till I had the evidence here. Another thing I complain of is, that, after 
the year 1831, no honorary freeman could be allowed; and I find an enrolment, 
when that fact became known, of William Croley, bound apprentice to the Rev. 
Somers Pain, of Upton, in the county of Cork, as a servant. The 2d day of 
August 1830 is the date of the indenture. 

4949 - Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Do you mean to say that he is admitted a free- 
man? — I mean to say that he is enrolled, and can be admitted in five minutes. It 
was always understood that no apprentice, except he was either of a handicraft or 
• a trade, could be admitted ; but when they found that honorary freemen could 
not be put on, they put this man on by stratagem. 

4950. Chairman.] That is your opinion ; but that man has not been admitted 
yet ? — I do not know, (Mr. Bestiard.) He has not been admitted yet, certainly. 
The^ time would not be out till August 1837; and he certainly has not been 
admitted since that time ; that man will never be admitted to his freedom. 

4951- Chairman to Meagher.] Was not this man, whether rightfully or 
wrongly, bound as an apprentice long before the Reform Bill was ever thought 
of? — No ; the fact of the honorary freemen ceasing in 1831 must have been known 
at this date. 

4952. Do you mean to state that previous to the ist of March 1831, the Reform 
Bill was known in any of its particulars? — The particular of the honorary freemen 
ceasing was known. It was the law in 1831, and I am sure it must have been 
known in 1830. 

4953. Are you sure that it was the law in 1831 r — I thought that after the 30th 
of March 1831 no honorary freemen could be made; but Ido not know when the 
Act passed ; but I thought that it passed previously. 

4954. You have always been a very strong electioneerer for many years?— 
Yes. 

4955 - Can you state that you were aware previous to the 1st of March 1831 
that it was the intention of the Legislature to destroy the rights of the honorary 
freemen in the city of Cork ? —Not at all. I know nothing of it ; 1 merely look 
at the dates, and I conclude that if it was the law of the land in March 1831, it 
w-ould be known in August 1830 that such a law was going to be made ; that was 
the inference I drew ; but if it did not pass till 1832, I must be mistaken. 

4956- Mr. Lefroy.] That is the ground you have for supnosing that this was 
a fraudulent transaction ? — -I do not know as to calling it fraiidthynt ; but I think it 
IS not a fair thing to put a servant as an apprentice to a freeman, and he a country 
resident. 

0 - 4 b- G G 4957 - Mr. 
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4957. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.'] Why should not a freeman have a right to take a 
servant as an apprentice ? — I cannot see any other instance but tliat, and that was 
what struck me. 

4958. Do you see any reason why a freeman should be precluded from taking 
a servant as an apprentice 1 — He should be either a tradesman or a handicrafts- 
man. 

4959. Do not you know that it is frequently done? — Not a menial servant; 
I suppose this man is a farming servant. 

4960. How do you know that he is a farming servant ? — Being at Upton. 

4961. Do not you think that Mr. Payne has domestic servants in his house? — 
I suppose he has ; but I think a servant of that description would not bind himself 
for seven years ; and that is the reason why I rather take him to be a menial. 

4962. Are those the grounds upon which you attribute to the corporation the 
premeditation of a fraud ? — I do not speak of the premeditation of a fraud ; 1 
think it is an insult to the freemen. 

4963. What is the next case? — I find that I have a note about the Perriers. 
Here is “ James Perrier to Sir Anthony Perrier, 3d of April 1 834, and John 
Johnson Perrier to Sir Anthony Perrier, the 2d of March 1 834.” I allege that 
they were also put on by a colourable pretext; that Sir Anthony Perrier is no 
merchant. 

4964. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ Is it part of your allegation regarding those 
two Messrs. Perrier, that they have been improperly admitted freemen ? — I say. 
that in my opinion, they were improperly admitted. 

4965. (To Mr. Besnard.) Do you find James Perrier in your book at that 
date? — It is not in the book. 

4966. (To Mr. Meagher.) You are understood now to say, that your complaint 
with regard to these two Messrs. Perrier, is not that they have been improperly 
admitted to the freedom of the city of Cork, but that their names have been 
improperly put down in the book of enrolment? — One of them has been impro- 
perly admitted, and the other two cannot be admitted till they are out of their 
time. On looking through the book of enrolments of freemen, I find, “ August 
the 9th, James Perrier, bound apprentice to Sir Antho ny Perrier, of the city of 
Cork, merchant, for seven years from the 3d day of April 1834.” 

4967. (To Mr. Besnard.') What observations have you to make upon that? — 
That young man is in America. (Mr. Meagher^ I find also “John Johnson 
Perrier, bound apprentice to Sir Anthony Perrier, of the citv of Cork, merchant, 
for seven years, from the 2d of March 1834, the date of the indenture.” 

4968. (To Mr. Besnard.) What observations have you to make upon that ? — 
That young man has not served his father as an apprentice, for he is going to the 
bar. Everybody who pleases to take an indenture, gets it enrolled as a matter of 
•course. 

4969. Mr. Serjeant Jackson, to Mr. Meagher.] You are not now understood as 
complaining that anything has been done wrong by the corporation, as to admittino- 
those two young men to the freedom ? — The time has not come yet. 

4970. Therefore it is impossible that anything should have been done wrong, 
hitherto ? — Hitherto. 

4971. Do you imagine that the common council, or the corporation of Cork at 
large, are to be blamed because an individual has gone into the town-clerk’s office 
and paid a fee, and entered an indenture of apprenticeship, by way of enrolment ? 
— The result of siicii conduct has proved most injurious, by allowing parties to ripen, 
and afterwards admitting them to their freedom. 

4972. What instances can you state where this evil has occurred? — I think it is 
exemplified in the instance in which Sir Anthony Perrier’s son did enrol ; did sub 
sequently get admission, and did, subsequently to that, vote, and that by that voting 
he did a manifest iqjury to the liberal interest, by placing an improper vote upon 
the poll. 

. 4973- Can you state any other instances where that has been done ? — No, for I 
did not go the entire length of the book ; but I would probably get many instances 
if I did. 

4974. Mr. M.J. O'Connell.] It appears from Mr. Besnard’s evidence, that one 
■of these gentlemen is in America, and therefore an apprenticeship to his father can 
be ot no use to him for any purposes of trade or commerce? — Certainly not. 

4975. And tlie other brother is going to the bar? — Certainly. 

4976. And 
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• ™ apprenticeship is of no advantage to a man 

in that profession ? — Certainly not. ° 

4977. Have you then any doubt that these apprenticeships were enrolled with 
the view that if the common council should think fit to pass them, they mivht 
ohlain the freedom of the city of Cork ?-I am quite certain that it wL doL w ith 
that view. 

49/8. And for no other?— And for no other. 

4979-. Chairman.] lou are quite certain that when those parties were enrolled 

the one intended to go to America and the other intended to go to the bar ? T 

am not certain what the family arrangements were. 

_ 4780. But you are quite certain that their being enrolled was done with the 
sinister motive of getting them improperly entered upon the list of freemen 5_T 
am certain of it. ' ‘ 

4981- Mr. Beamish.] Is Sir Anthony Perrier one of the council himself?— He 
IS one of the council himselr, and he sits in judgment upon his own child. 

4982. Have you any other subject that you wish to mention to the Committee ? 
1 have a memorandum ot the number of persons that were rejected by Mr. Mart- 
ley upon tbs lodger point, and admitted afterwards by the judge upon appeal ; bat 
that probably tile Committee would not wish to lose time with ; I only wanted to 
show that they were rejected by Mr. Martley, and afterwards admitted bv the 
judge. 

4983- Mr. Serjeant Jackson, to Mr. Besnard.] Mr. Meagher has viven the 
Committee evidence with reference to a decision that was come to by Mr. Baron 
Pennefather, and which was communicated to the public bv Judge Moore, and lie 
has complained that that was done through your instrumentality. Mr. Meagher 
^id, als^ that it was considered the most extraordinary thing that ever occurred in 
Cork. Ihen in question 2890, he was asked “ Do you consider that anybody was 
injured by this decision reaching the revising barrister through the hands of M- 
Besnard, instead of the hands of Mr. Colburn ?” and he answered “ iMr. Besnard 
had ,geat interest for a number of persons, and I thought it an odd thiiw that he 
should get that communication which ought to have come throo«h Mr Colburn ” 
Will you state what are the facts with reference to that decision; did vou receire 
the communication of the Baron’s decision from the Baron r— No, I never knew 
anything of the Baron’s decision till Judge Moore announced in court that he had 
left a minute of his decision with him. I accidentally was present in court when 
Judge Moore stated that fact, and he asked “ was the otBcer there to receive it, in 
orcier to carry it to the registering barrister ?” 

4984. When you say “ the officer,’’ the proper officer would have been the 
clerk of the peace, Mv. Colburn ?— Yes ; on Judge Moore inquiring whether the 
officer was there to be the bearer of that decision to the registering barrister, Mr 
Colburn did not happen to be in Court at the time, but some one said, “There is 
a public officer, the town-clerk, here, and he will take it for you, if you wish ■ ” 
then Judge Moore handed it to me, requesting that I would take it to the regi=te - 
mg barrister; I immediately took it to Mr. Moody, who was the senior barrister, 
tlie chairman, when they saL together, and I gave it to him. 

49S5. Did you make any use of that comrmmication or decision, save the takiim 
It trom Judge Moore directly to the registering barrister ?— Certaiiiiv not ■ I son- 
pose It was not five minutes from the time I git it till the time it was' in the hands 
Ot the registering bairister. 

4986. Do you conceive that any prejudice or injury of any kind could occur to 
any human being from its being carried by you from the hand of Judve Moore to 
the registering barrister, instead of its being carried by Mr. Colburn r— It was im- 
possible that anybody could be injured by it. 

,1 imnceive that any person was delayed one moment by reason of 

that { — Certainly not. 

498S Do you conceive that any person could have been delayed in town an 
instant longer by Judge Moore making yon the messenger instead of Mr. Colburn? 

Certainly not ; I carried it immediately ; within five rainntes of the time I sot it 
immediately barrister, and he announced its contents 

""“i! “““ morning ?— I will not be positive 

uiat It was ; but niy recollection is that it was. 

(if tjieie any peculiar facility afforded upon that occasion to any class 

voters to register, by the circumstance of its passing through your hands ?— None 
•4 • G G 2 
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at all; if Mr. Colburn had taken it, he could not have taken it quicker than I did, 
and he would not have gone more slowly. _ 

4QQI. In whose case was it that the decision upon that appeal was made by 
Baron Pennefather? — It was in the case of Richard Hedges Beecher. 

4QQ2. Upon what day was that individual registered ?— I do not ^no w. 

4003. (To Mr. Colburn.) Will you state upon what day Richard _ Hedges 
Beecher was registered, upon whose case Baron Pennefather made the decision . 

The 1st of November 1832. . • j r. 

4994. Are you able to state to w'hat day the sessions continued alter that . 
They commenced the 10th of October, and ended the 29th of November. 

4QQ< (To Mr. Meagher.) Observing that Mr. Richard Hedges Beecher ivas 
registered on the 1st of November 1832, and that the registry sessions continued 
till the 2Qth of November, that is to say, four weeks after, could any person have 
been deprived of the opportunity of registering, if he had thought fit, in the interval 
between the 1st of November and the 29th of November?— No ; but I stated that 
a number of freemen were in town, anxiously waiting the decision and they staid 
then to register ; and probably if they had gone away, some of them might not 
have come to town again to register, and therefore by the quickness Oi the decision 
coming through Mr. Besnard, persons may have registered that might not have 
done so otherwise, and I thought there w’as an anxiety to make it known. 

4996. Then you conceive that Mr. Besnard went more rapidly from Judge 
Moore to the barristers’ court than Mr. Colburn would have done? I think it had 
that effect ; because, if Mr. Colburn was not in court, a greater time would have 
elapsed. It was in the middle of the day that the communication was made ; and 
perhaps if it had not been known so quickly, those parties would^ have returned 
home, but the quickness of the communication kept many of them in town. 

4997. Do you conceive that that is a ground of imputation against any human 
l3eing ? — I should not make it a ground of imputation, but I said that it seemed to 
be a pleasing task to run with good news, and I thought that by the quick commu- 
nication to the barrister many persons were detained in town that probably would 
have gone home. 

4Qq 8 Mr. O'Connell') Did the barristers register every non-resident that came 
aftei the decision of Baron Pennefather ?— They did ; they were compelled by the 
decision of the Baron to register them. _ 

4999. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.') Do you think that is a grievance that_ anybody 

has right to complain of, that persons did not go out of town that might have 
gone out of town if the decision had not been made known ? — When the subject 
was mentioned before, I was asked whether my pride was hurt, and I said it was; 1 
thought it was going out of his way for an officer to take a communication that was 
not his duty, and I felt my pride hurt. , - , , j 

5000. Mr. Besnard has now stated to the Committee that the judge asked 
whether the proper officer was in court, namely, the clerk of the peace ; that he 
was informed by some person in court that the clerk of the peace was not there, 
but that there was anothei- public officer there, namely, the town-clerk ; and that 
the judge thereupon called the town-clerk and handed him the paper, and desired 
him to take it to the registering barrister ; do you conceive the clerk could have 
done otherwise than what he did r — I think ne acted very correctly. 

5001. Then the town-clerk 1 ms further stated that he went directly from the 
court and handed it to the registering barrister ; do you think that in doing so he 
could have acted otherwise than he did? — I think not. 

5002. Do you now think that an injury was done to anybody, or that any affront 

was offered to anybody by what was done ?— If these explanations had taken place 
previously, T might have had a different feeling, liut under the feeling I then had 1 
had that impression. . . 

5003. (To Mr. Colburn.) You have heard the evidence that has been given by 
Mr. Besnard, of your being called upon by Judge Moore, for the purpose of entrust- 
ing to you this decision of Baron Pennefather to take to the registering barrister; 
how came it to pass that you were not in court at the time ?— I must have been 
attending the registry that was pending at the time. 

5004. It was your duty to be in attendance on the registering barristers, tor tlie 
purpose of the registry ? — It was ; and that is the way I account for my absence. 

5005. Mr. Beamish, to Mr. Besnard.) Have you any objection to state what 
rent you pay for your house ? — Eighty guineas. 

5006. Had you previously paid a higher rent? — No. 

5007. Can you state at what rate you are rated in the city rate books ? — At goL 
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MEMBERS PRESENT. 

Mr. Beamish. | Mr. Seneant Jackson 

Mr. Curry. { Mr. Lefroy. 

Mr. Milnes Gaskell. | Lord Granville Somerset. 

LORD GRANVILLE SOMERSET, in the Chair. 



Mr. Julius C<ssar Besnard, called in; and further Examined. 

5008. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.'] IT is understood that you wish to give some Mx.J.c. Besnard. 

explanation of an answer which you gave on the last day ? — Yes ; I was asked 

whether I had any objection to state the rent I paid, and the taxes I paid; I 7 March 1838. 
stated, that the rent I paid was 80 guineas, and that the taxes I paid for the 

house was upon 90 guineas’ valuation. I have had an opportunity since of getting 
a view of the valuation, and I find that the 90 l. includes other concerns which 
I hold, as well as that, and that the house itself is valued at 65 /. 

5009. Mr. Beamish.] The house for which you pay 80 guineas is valued at 
6o/.r — Yes. 

Mr. Daniel Meagher-, called in ; and further Examined. 

5010. Mr. Beamish.] CAN you state to the Committee whether any persons jvir. D, Mealier. 

were admitted to register after being rejected by the assistant-barrister, Mr. 1 - 

Hartley, upon the lodger question?' — There were a great number rejected on the 

lodger point by Mr. Hartley, and an appeal was lodged to the judge of assize ; 
and the next assizes Judge Perrin sat, and he admitted 68 ; a number of others 
that were also rejected did not come forward ; from the delay they had expe- 
rienced before, and the many questions put to them as to their right on the 
lodger point, they refused coming forward, and it had the effect of checking a 
great number of our household registries. 

5011. Will you state how many were admitted upon the appeal to the judge? 

— Sixty-eight were admitted upon the appeal to the judge, and their names and 
residences I have drawn out. There were a number of others who appealed, but 
having lost so much time at the registering sessions, they could not be induced 
to appear before the judge. 

5012. Chairman.] Will you state at what registering sessions they were 
refused, and at what assizes they were admitted ? — On the 28th and 29 th of March 
1836 they were admitted by the judge; and they had been rejected at theSeptember 
sessions of 1835 ; and there were a great many others that did not come forward. 

5013. You arc aware that there have been different decisions upon this point 
by different judges? — I know that; Mr. Hartley required all those parties to 
come before him, and after ascertaining that they had lodgers, he rejected them, 
leaving them to appeal to the judge ; I heard that there were other decisions 
made contrariwise on the lodger point by different judges. 

5014. That other judges had decided upon the same view of the question upon 
which Mr. Hartley decided? — Yes. 

5015. Mr. Beamish.] Can you state the names and residences of any persons 
who voted in 1835 , who ran what are called “ bucks;” that is to say, who voted 
upon that occasion, and had not qualification to entitle them so to do ? — I hold in 
my hand a list of 37 persons who voted at the election of 1835 not having a right 
to vote, and having run what are called “bucks” on us. 

5016. Are those names exclusive of persons whose houses Mr. Young and 
Mr. Lane have given in evidence? — They are. 

5017. Did those persons vote at the last election ? — I do not recognize any 

G G 3 of 
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Mr. D. Meagher, of the names here as liaving -\"oted at the last election ; as far as my memory goes 
I believe they did not. 

7 March 1838. 5018. Are you aware of a person of the name of Baldwin voting? — I am. 

5019. Can you state anything respecting him? — Baldwin voted out of a house 
that he did not reside in, and he was one of those that are called “ bucks and 
there was another man of the name of Croker, he voted as a householder, 
though months previous to the election he and his family were resident in the 
bridewell at Cork, and had no dwelling, and must have been known to the 
authorities as such ; and I had infonnations lodged against him for perjury ; and 
when I went to the bridewell with the peace officer to have him arrested, he had 
got a hint of it, and never came back to the bridewell ; he got off by Glanmire 
to Waterford, to escape the arrest ; and the police, about four miles off, provided 
him with means of escape, and I was never able to catch him. 

5020. C/iainnan.] How do you know that the police provided him with means 
of escape ? — Because I made a complaint of it to the commander of the police ; 
an investigation took place at the Glanmire sessions, and Captain Galway had 
the man brought to account for assisting the escape. He caused an investiga- 
tion to be made before the magistrates, and the policemen were brought up, 
and they stated that the man applied to them, and that they did nothing more 
thaii get him a jingle ; that it was a friendly act ; but I could get no satisfaction. 

5021. Were you present when they confessed this ? — I was; they said they, 
got him a jingle to go off. 

5022. They admitted that? — Yes. 

5023. Have those men been kept in the police force since that time ? — They 
have ; but I believe they had had some intimation from the bridewell-keeper,, 
named Matthews, which made them so civil to that man. In fact, the sheriff at 
the election must have known this man, and though I cannot bring it home to 
the authorities, still I think the sheriff and the authorities were aware of the 
escape. 

5024. Why has the keeper of that bridewell so much inflixence over -the police- 
men ? — He knows all the police, and they know him as the bridewell-keeper ; 
he wrote some letter. 

5025. Did you ever see the letter ? — No ; but the policemen said he had 
received a communication to assist this man. 

5026. To escape from justice? — I do not know' that he knew it was from 
justice, but I charged the bridewell-keeper. I was one of the board of superin- 
tendents at the time ; I was angry with the bridewell-keeper, and with the 
sheriff, and wdth the axithorities, because I am convinced if they had assisted 
me, I should have got the man. 

5027. You ai’e one of the superintendents of the biddewell ; and still, though 
the bridewell-keeper knew that you -were anxious to arrest this man, he gave 
directions to the police to assist him, by means of which he escaped ? — He said 
that the man mentioned Matthews’s name to him, and, by some particular message 
he gave him, he assisted the man. 

5028. The bridewell-keeper being under yoxir orders? — He is under the 
sheriff’s orders, not mine ; I am merely one of the board of superintendents, as 
to the accounts. 

5029. As to the keeper then, he is the sheriff’s officer, and you hold the purse- 
strings ? — Yes. 

5030. Mr. Serjeant Jac/cso 7 i.] Were you present at the investigation by Cap- 
tain Galway ? — I was ; and the magistrates did not think that tliere was anything' 
to incxxlpate the police, and they were acquitted of it. 

5031. Were you rightly understood to say that the policexnen acknowledged 
that they had procured the car for Croker to make his escape, knowing that the 
purpose for which he w'anted the car was to escape from justice ? — No, I did not 
say that ; but I said it was a thing out of course for a policeman to procure a cart 
for a troubler. 

5032. Was there any admission, by any of the policemen, that they had inter- 
fered to get the car for the man, with the knowledge that he had evaded justice ? 
—No. 

5033. Then all that was admitted by the policemen was, that a person wanting 
a car, one of them called a car for him? — No, he went and procured a car for 
him. 

5034. That 
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fctrdirki"®'” P“-P»- it was wantedl_l have my own 
5036. Was it admitted by the policeman that he hnd rpr-oiNr^^ri « 
tion from the bridewell-keeper to Lilitate the escape of thirman’ r? A T 
man mentioned the bridewell-keeper’s name to him^ ‘ ^ ^ 

trai?Jo thal fcy believe that was all ; he satisfied the magis- 

Sioftw '’ 5 ' *e policeman which wonld warrant the ooncln- 

Tan “ ™“™™ieation to facilitate the escape of that 

man . lhat was the impression upon my mind. ^ 

siofolVat fec“t the policeman which wonld amount to an admis- 

Sion oi that lact — I think he said that he mentioned Matthews’s name to him 
which induced the policeman to act for him. ^ ’ 

mentioning Matthews’s name as a nersnn 
that he was acquainted with, without any design to facilitate the escape of a ner 

took oT™® ™ view which the magistrate; 

5041 You say that you knew Croker to be three months in bridewell • had he 
been lesidmg in the house out of which he registered up to that time »— No • the 
house had no floors, nor roof, nor anything upon it 

anothtr hrs'r “P bridewell ?_At 

berr^^M:sCgt:tfont&*^‘ 

5044- Can you say when he ceased to occupy that house?— He never could 
occupy^ that house; the house was recently bulk and there were no flSm. alt 

“®ver was in an inhabitable condition? — I cannot say that but it 
could not have been for 12 months before the election; it might L“ been rf 
built, but at that time it was a shell of a house. 

5046. He registered in 1832? — Yes. 

5047. Do you know in what condition it was then ’—No 

-l“tWnh a 7 e“w onr 

NoiTafr standing at the time of the registry in 1832 ?— 

5050. Did you ever see a complete edi6ce standing upon that site- There ic; 

Zhl°p 7 fy 7 toge\h 7 ®“''“‘‘ “““ P“^ssssi„n of 

5051. Besides the one which is now standing, do you recollect ever to have 

Sawn to Ir'l iS not bSSTT Bite?-No; my attention not being 

f , a’ building was there, and the joists were in • there 

was no roof and no floors when I went to visit it ; and even if there we te 
““P '“S were inmates of the bridewell’ 

5052. Ale you able to state at what time the building now erected was built '' 

-I suppose about 12 or 14 months before the time of voting ' 

audio bricks. "P“" tooiiths?-From tlfe state of the timber 

fleSlV °u’^ ® conjecture of yours from looking at the timber not 

derived from any recollection of the building ?-That is all ’ 

peril7fr„ri4l“r?'?-’,“'®^.“‘'*P ^^*0 te abk to fix the 

ken 1, months .^— I should certainly say that the house could not have 

that 1,0 1""'° 1 «><= appearance of a li 7 e 

that hac been recently bn, It, and remained nnfinislled. That man was iaX 

S tit .f ™ authorities beoans; I fm 

ninced that if they had assisted me, I could have got him. 

■clticklhe^heriff hlself '-^0 ; I in- 

asslll^Yesl'; Ttl®, P™°" “t the election was the 

were told to thc’aleLor "PP“ " ““ 

505S. Was not the assessor, Mr. Collins, one of His Majesty’s counsel .’—No, 

GO 4 it 
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it was Mr. Hatchell. He decided tliat, as tlie man had taken, the oath, he must 
be admitted, and he desired us to prosecute him. 

5059. Was not Mr. Hatchell then one of His Majesty’s counsel, a barrister of 
considerable eminence ?-—Yes ; and it was in obedience to his recommendation 
that I prosecuted Croker. 

5060. Then you cannot suppose that Mr Hatchell in any manner colluded 
with the man in escaping from justice?-— No, I believe the barrister felt himself 
bound to admit the man, but recommended a prosecution ; and in the subsequent 
proceeding, when I had to prosecute him, I thought there was an interposition 
between me and getting justice by the parties in authority. 

5061. And that interposition results fi'om the facts that you have stated to- the 
Committee? — Yes. 

5062. Have you any other evidence of airy interposition on the part of the 
authorities to frustrate it ? — Yes; because this man had been one of the com- 
bination of trades, and he was prosecuted to conviction, and the authorities were 
made the medium of giving him some money from the Government to send him 
off; and, in fact, it was the duty of the sheriff to send him off, and therefore 
the sheriff must have known all about it. 

5063. Do you mean to say that the sheriff used the money given by the 
Government for the purpose of getting that man off, for the purpose of screen- 
ing an offender from justice? — No; I mean to say that this man got service- 
money from Government, and that the sheriffs were aware of this man having 
taken his passage to London ; and tliat in the common course of things he 
should have sailed with his family and furniture, instead of flying off to Water- 
ford ; and that the sheriff knowing so much of the man, allowing his family 
and furniture to go direct, and sending himself off via Waterford, seemed to me 
a collusion. 

5064. Do you mean to say that the sheriff sent him off Waterford r — I 

think Sheriff Foote knew of his going off. 

5065. Have you any evidence to lay before the Committee of Sheriff Foote 
knowing it? — Nothing more than that I called upon Sheriff Foote that day at 
the bridewell, and he said he knew nothing about the man ; and the man did 
not come back to the bridewell that particular night, and it was the only night 
he did not come back. 

5066. Then Sheriff Foote telling you that he knew nothing about the man, 
is the evidence upon which you found the aspersion that he sent the man 
off by way of Waterford ?— The sheriff must have known of this man going 
away. 

5067. Is that the evidence upon which you found this charge ?— There are a 
variety of circumstances connected with the inquiry ; seeing how the thing was 
managed, and altogether, it satisfied my mind that they must have known what 
became of Croker. 

5068. Can you give the Committee any further evidence to show that the 
sheriff was at all instrumental in sending the man off by way of W aterford ? — 
Nothing more than my own belief. 

5069. But you know that your belief is worth nothing, unless founded upon 
some grounds ? — The grounds are, first, that the man was sent off ; that the 
sherift' had Government money in his hands to pay Croker ; that Croker must 
have had means to go to Waterford ; and that it was a waste of money which 
Croker would not have made without he wanted to evade justice. 

5070. Is there any evidence of his knowing anything about it ? — I believe that 
word was sent to the man. I believe that the sheriff and the authorities knew it, 
and that they could have got the man for me. 

5071. Have you any evidence that word was sent to the man ? — I have not, 
but my own ideas. 

.5072. It appears that you believe a parcel of ideas without any foundation for 
believing them? — Not at all, because I heard that the man had been about the 
city, walking in and out of the bridewell for days before, and that he was going 
off to England with his family in a London ship ; and then upon the particular 
da}'^ on wliich the informations were sworn he walked to Glanmire, and^therc got 
a mode of conveyance to Waterford; and I am quite convinced that it was an 
escaping from justice ; and I am sure he got a hint in the bridewell. 

5073. This is a distinct matter of fact, that word was sent to the man ; what is 

your 
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your evidence that tvord was sent to the man ?— I think there was word sent to 
him. 

5074. Uponwiiat eyidence do you believe it?— Because that man did not 

come that clay^ as was his habit, to the bridewell ; and I conclude that he ffot 
a hint not to come, and to keep out of the way. * 

5075. Chairman.] At what date was this escape from tlie bridewell ’—It w as 
some time alter the election of 1835. 

r. 5076. How long after ?— I suppose within a month after the election ; it was 
then that I got the proof about this man ; I was a good while before I could set 
at the man that was in the polling-booth that saw him take the oath. 

!^^h' 1 given evidence against combination in the city of Cork ? 

5078. Was there much feeling likely to be excited against witnesses who ffave 
evidence against combination in the city of Cork?-That was the reason he made 
the bridewell his place of residence, for fear of being attacked. 

5079. That was the reason he lived there three months? Yes. 

5080. They were afraid of living at their usual place of residence Yes 

_ 5081. And then the Government gave money to the proper persons, to enable 
him to leave Cork in saf^ety ? — Yes, after the prosecution of the parties • but the 
house that Croker lived in before he went to bridewell was not the house out of 
which he voted. " 

,.5082- He was not sent to bridewell for any fault, but because he had made 
himself useful, by giving evidence against unlawful combinations ?-Certainlv 
• Jackson.] That combination went to a very dreadful li4d 

in Cork ? — It did indeed. 

^ 5084. There were a great many citizens in Cork who were almost mortally 
injured by the parties engaged m that combination ?— Yes ; but I heard that that 
Croker was the principal combinator, and led the other parties into it, and then 
gave evidence against them. 

^5085. Oil of vitriol was thrown into the faces and eyes of many persons ? 

^ .5086. Did it ever occur to you that this man might have gone to Waterford 

in order to avoid being waylaid and injured by those combinators ?— I am sure 

m Mr™4n “a-'™!; "f speaking 

to Ml . Allm the day before he went away ; at that time a good deal of that feeh 
mg had died away. ® 

5087. Might he not have been waylaid upon the road, and yet be in safety in 
the city of Coii r-Wes very true ; but he would be equally iafe by beino- put 

Oil board a London ship direct. ^ ® " 

50^88. Might it not possibly be his object in going to Waterford to deceive the 

srii'ff Ivrr h 4 I *at another sheriff, 
Slleilff White, had a bil -sticker kept in prison, and kept him there not only 
duimg the city election, but also when the county election was goimr on till 1 
received a petihon upon the subject, and then I went to the magistrate to’ know 
why the sheriff kept that man m prison ; and the bridewell-keeper said he had 
received the sheriff s orders to keep him during the election. The magistrate 
said, But the election is over He said, “ Yes, but I would have ke°pt him 

head It 1 “ magistrate liberated the man ; and the 

head and front of his offending was posting bills stating the poll, and for no 
otner reason was that man incarcerated. 

5089. C/miniMB.] Do you mean to state, that for no other reason than posting 
bills merely stating Hie state of the poll, this man was kept in prison foriveral 
(lays r — xie was, by Sheriff White s orders. 

5090. And he never attempted to gain any redress for that proeeedino- J— He 
applied to me, and 1 made a subscription and paid him his wages for the time 

ihdividuaf”*^ ke is an injured 

5091. And none of your party in Cork thought it worth their ivhile to obtain 

toi him any redress r—'l hey did think it worth their while ; but the e.xpeuses in 
various ways were so great, they could not undertake it, and they left him with 
a great many otiiers, unredressed. ’ 

0^ Croker, if there had been an annual revision of the 
registry, he would not have been able to vote r— Certainly not. 

5093. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] How did you liappen to know that that man, the 

H H bill- 
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Mr. D. Meagher, bill-sticker, had done nothing but stick bills ? — Because I was by when the iuves- 

tigation took place before tlie magistrate, and there was no other charge against 

1 March 1838. hjjn ; and I saw the charge upon the bridewell-book, because I had recourse to 
that document. 

5094. At what time was that ? — After the election of 1835. 

5095. Do you mean to say that it appeared before the magistrates that that 
man had done nothing but post bills, and that tlie magistrates nevertheless com- 
mitted him ? — I was not at the original committal ; it was when I called upon 
the bridewell-keeper to bring the man before the magistrates that the magistrates 
tlien sent for the bridewell-keeper and asked him why he kept that man ; he 
said he had orders to keep him for the election. The magistrate said, “ The 
election is over.” “ Yes,” said he, “ but the county election is going on and 
in the middle of the county election this man was discharged by order of the 
magistrates, and then the poor man appealed to me on behalf of his wife and 
family. I made up a subscription and paid his wages for the days that he was 
in prison. 

5096. You say tliat Sheriff White committed him merely because he stuck 
bills ? — There was no other charge against him. 

5097. Are you sure that he had not violated the peace? — I do not think he 
had ; the man told me himself that he had not. The sheriff did not sustain that 
charge against him. 

5098. Did Sheriff WhitQ appear before the magistrates at the time of the 
investigation ? — No. 

5099. Who were the magistrates? — The Court of Conscience magistrates; 
there are but six of them ; Alderman Garde was one of the magistrates. 

5100. And Alderman Gibbons? — I do not know. 

5101. Alderman Besnard, perhaps? — It must have been one or two of the six 
aldermen, but I am sure of Alderman Garde being one of them. 

5102. Was there any message sent to Sheriff White to attend? — No; the 
magistrates were satisfied on examining the bridewell-keeper to liberate the 
man. 

5103. Are you prepared to state that Sheriff White would commit that man 
to prison without his committing any offence ? — ’That is to me as great a surprise 
as it is to the Committee ; but I think he did. 

5104. Did you happen to see anybody who was by at the time the man was 
arrested ? — No ; but there was no other charge against the man at all. 

5105. There may have been no other charge on record in the bridewell-book, 
but ought you not to have a little more ground than that for bringing so gmve a 
charge against a public officer as that he would commit a man to gaol without 
that man having done anything more than sticking bills^? — I gravely charge it; 
and I would have had an action brought against the sheriff, but for want of ways 
and means, and from having so many claims upon me for other matters ; and 
I think he ought to have been prosecuted for the act. 

5106. Are you aware that you could bring an action for the trespass and false 
imprisonment against the sheriff for a few shillings, and recover damages to the 
amount of 5 1 . before the assistant barrister ? — I did not know that ; I thought it 
was an assize case, and attended with great expense. 

5107. Are you not awai-e that there are quarter sessions held regularly four 
times a year, and that the assistant barrister presides and has jurisdiction over 
that subject matter, and that for a few shillings you can bring a civil bill aud 
recover damages to the amount of five guineas ? — I was not entirely acting upon 
my own judgment ; another party said it would be throwing money away to 
follow it up. We paid him his wages, and gave it up. 

5108. Surely he would have recovered his five guineas damages if he brought 
that proceeding, if the case were as you have stated ?— I think he would ; but 1 
did not want to annoy myself any further. 

.5109. If that man was made a victim of when he was in the service ol your 
party, surely it would have been attended with but a few sliilliugs expense to 
have brought that action ? — I do not think he was in our employment ; he was 
in the employ of some printer ; but he was posting up the state of the poll. 

5 1 10. Do not you think tliat if so flagrant an outrage as that was committed 
by the high sheriff of the city of Cork, you owed it to public justice to vindicate 
the cause of that poor man ? — I did owe it to him ; but I was worn and tired ou^ 
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aud gave it up. But I do say that tliat man is entitled to justice, and that he 
never got proper redress. 

511 Ml. Lefvoy.~\ In case the sheriff should take any proceeding ac^ainst 
you for having made this charge against him, should you be ready to prove its 
truth in any action that was brought against you?~Yes, I am ready to prove its 
truth ; I wish he may. ^ ^ 

5112. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Do you know the writing of Alderman John 
Besnard ? — I think I do. 

[A Paper was shown to the Witness.'] 

5113. ‘Will you have the kindness to look at that, and state whether that is his 
handwriting ? — I believe it is. 

5114. Will you have the kindness to read it? — “ Police-office, Cork. The 
declaration of John Sullivan of said city, taken before one of Her Majesty’s 
justices of the peace for the city of Cork aud county of the city of Cork ; who 
solemnly declareth and saith that he never kept a brothel in Dean-street, or in 
any other place, during his life, and lived in Corbet’s-lane (Fair-lane) for the 
last 12 years. Made this 1st March 1838. John Sullivan. John Besnard.” 
That is adding perjury to his crime. 

[Aoiother Paper was shown to the Witness.] 

5115. Will you look at that paper, and say whether you know any of the per- 
sons whose names are subscribed to that ? — I know George Thomas of the Grand 
Parade ; but I do not know his writing. 

5116. Is he a respectable citizen ? — He is. 

5117. Do you know how he voted at the election ? — No, I do not. 

51 1 8. Are you not aware that he voted for the sitting Members ? — I am not I 
believe he voted for them at the former election, and I presume he did at the last. 

5119. Do you happen to know the handwriting of William John Edwards ? — 

I do not. 

5120. Do you know the man ? — I do. 

5121. A respectable shopkeeper in Patrick-street ?— He is; he is the church- 
warden, I believe, of the parish. 

5122. Can you say that botli Thomas and Edwards are respectable citizens of 

Cork?— Yes. ^ 

5123. Do you know Mr. John Welpley of the South Main-street? — I think I do. 

5124. Do you know Mr. Welpley ’s handwriting? — I do not ; I do not know 
the handwriting of either Thomas or Edwards, but I know them to be respect- 
able fellow-citizens. 

5125. Will you look at the list of signatures, and say whether you know any 
other persons ; do yoi\ know John Daly, of Shandon-street ? — I do not know him. 

5126. Do you know John Hickey, of Corbet’s-lane? — I do not know him. 

5127. Do you know Thomas Kelly, of Blarney -lane r — I do not from recol- 
lection. 

5128. Do you know Mr. Thomas, of Hebert’ s-square ? — I do not know such 
a man. 

5J29_. Do }muknow Richard W. Trenwith, Great George-street -?— I do not 
know liim. I think there is a baker there of the name of Tremvith, and I would 
know him, perhaps, if I saw him. 

5130. Are you acquainted with his character ? — No, I am not. 

5131. Do you know Mr. Michael Francis M'Carthy, of Well-lane? — No. 

5132. Or Mr. Timothy M‘Carthy, of Nicholas-street ?— No. 

5133- Ho you know' Jonathan Hosford ? — I do. 

5134. What description of person is he? — A very upright man. 

5 > 35- Ho you know William Clark, of Blarney-lane ? — Yes. 

5136. And are you acquainted with his handw’ritingf — No. 

5137- What description of person is he? — He is a very old man; he was 
formerly very busy at elections. 

5 *38. Is he a respectable man ? — He is. 

5139* (To Mr. Colhcrn.) Do you find George Thomas, of the Grand Parade, 
upon the register? — George Thomas, Grand Parade, voted in 1837. 

5140. How did he vote?— For Mr. Callaghan and Mr. Beamish. 

5141- Ho you know that person? — I cannot say that lam acquainted with 
him, but I think I know his person. 

0.46. II II 2 
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Mr. John Young, called in ; and Examined. 

Paper was slioion to the Witness^ 

5142. Chahinan.] WILL you take that document in your hand, and state 
whether j'^ou know any of the persons whose names you see subscribed there ? — 
The first name I know is George Thomas, Grand Parade ; I know him very well. 

5143. Is he a respectable citizen ? — Highly so. 

5144. Are you acquainted with his handwriting? — I am. ^ 

514.5. Is that his genuine signature ? — I believe it to be his writing. 

514'6. What is the next you know? — The next upon the list that I know is 
Philip Janies Thomas, his son. 

5147. Where does he liver — In Hebert’s-square. 

5148. What is his character ?— Highly respectable. He is the son of George 
Thomas. 

5149. Are you acquainted with his writing ? — I am not. 

5150. Do you know any other person upon the list?--The next person I know 
upon the list is Mr. Trenwith ; he is a very respectable person. 

5151. Are you acquainted with his handwriting? — I am not. 

5152. Who is the next person upon the list that you are acquainted with? — 
William Joseph Edwards, of Patrick-street, a shopkeeper. 

5153. Is he a respectable citizen ?— Very much so. 

5154. Are you acquainted with his handwriting? — I am. 

5155. Are you able to state whether that is his handwriting ?— It is his hand- 
writing. 

5156. Do you know any other person whose name is subscribed to that? — 
Mr. Jonathan Hosford, of South Main-street. 

5157. Is he a respectable man ? — None more so than Jonathan Hosford. 

5158. Are you acquainted with his writing ? — No. 

5159. Do you know John Welpley? — I do not. 

5160. Will you now' read that document, three of the signatures to which you 
have authenticated ? — “ We certify that we know John Sullivan for several years, 
and always found him to be of quiet, industrious habits, and of good character, 
and supported himself by being engaged in dealing business, and that said John 
Sullivan never kept a brothel in Dean-street, or in any other place, during his 
life. Cork, 28 th of February 1838 .” 

5161. Mr. Beamish.'] In the paper you have just read, those persons say that 
he never kept one, but they do not say that he was never in any ivay connected 
with one ? — They do not. 

5162. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Will you look at that document, and see 
whether there are any further certificates ? — There is the certificate of another 
very respectable man in Blarney-lane, but I do not know his writing, William 
Clark ; his certificate runs thus : “John Sullivan has been living under me as 
tenant for several years in Corbet’s-lane, during which time I knew nothing 
either disorderly or dishonest by him, but of perfectly quiet and industrious 
habits. William Clark.” 

5163. Seeing those certificates from those respectable citizens with whom you 
are acquainted, have you any doubt that the imputation upon that man, that he 
w'as either the keeper of a brothel or the bully of a brothel, cannot be founded 
in truth ?— If I had the least doubt of it, after seeing this certificate from people 
whose writing I know, I would discharge it irom my mind entirely. I think he 
must be a very proper man. 

5164. Mr. Lefroy^ Do you conceive that those persons would have signed 
that certificate, if they had any ground to suspect that he had been in any w’ay, 
directly or indirectly, connected with a brothel ?— They would be utterly incapable 
of any such thing. 

5165. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^] Are there not some of those men who are of par- 
ticularly strict religious and moral habits; for example, Mr. Jonathan Hosford, 
of the Main-street? — Yes, and Mr. Thomas. 

5166. Therefore, does that document leave any doubt upon your mind that 
this man could not have been, directly or indirectly, concerned in a brothel ?— 
I never had any doubt upon my mind about this man ; and if I had, this would 
remove it immediately. 

5167. Mr. Beamish^ You said that you knew' notliing about the man, but that 
he was sent to you by Mr. Carnegie? — From what I saw of him during our ac- 
quaintance, 
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<iuamtance, when he accompanied me through the streets, I should not think it 
possible that he could do so. 

5168. Prior to that you never knew him? — No. 

5169. He was sent to you by Mr. Carnegie? — Yes. 

5170. Did he vote at the last election? — Yes. 

5171. For whom did he vote at the last election? — For Mr. Leycester and 
Colonel Chatterton. 

Note. — The Witness afterwards wished to make the following alterations: 

Q. 5170. For “ Did he vote at the last election ?” read “ Did you vote 
at the last election ?” 

Q. 51 71 . For “ For whom did he vote?” read “ For whom did you vote?” 

5172. You never meddled in election matters ? — Never. 

5173. You always voted for candidates of those opinions? — Always voted for 
candidates of Conservative principles. 

Mr. Daniel Meagher further Examined. 

.51 74 - WITH respect to the classification of voters you gave upon the last day 
who voted at the last election, are not a large number of tlie freemen also house- 
holders ? — Yes. 

5 1 75. Have you any idea what number of them ? — I think there are from 300 
to 400 of them who are householders. 

51 76. Are not many of the freemen amongst the most respectable of the house- 
holders ? — They are, decided!}'. 

5177. With respect to the rates remitted at the last assizes, when you served 
upon the grand jury, were not those rates imposed at the spring assizes ?— Yes. 

5178. And then the grand jury of which you were a member had to make a 
new presentment for the purpose of meeting the defalcation?— Yes, the original 
valuation appears in the city books; since 1828 no alteration can take place in 
that, but every assize must settle its own account, and the amount that was re- 
mitted had to be re-presented. 

5179. And levied upon the solvent portion of the community? — Exactly so. 

5180. Mr. Serjeant Jackson, to Mr. Colburn.'] What number of affidavits have 
you selected, in pursuance of the instructions which you received upon a former 
day to select affidavits purporting to be sworn by marksmen, with Mr. Meagher’s 
name to themr — I have found 90 ; and I suppose probably there maybe affidavits 
to the amount of about 700 more, which I have as yet been unable to seai’ch. 

5181. But out of those you have searched you have produced 9 0, which appear 
to be the affidavits of marksmen, and to have been truly read to the same 
marksmen by Mr. Meagher, and with Mr. Meagher’s name at the foot?— Yes. 

5182. (To Mr. Meagher^ Will you have the kindness to go through those 
affidavits, and see whether you can recognise aity of them as being the affidavits 
of men that you knew were able to writer— Witness looked through the 
affidavits.] 

5183* Have you now looked through the 90 affidavits which have been 
subscribed by marksmen?— I have looked at all the endorsements, and the 
names. 

5184. How many of the deponents in those 90 cases are you acquainted with? 
— From looking at their names, ,I cannot recognise the acquaintanceship at all. 

.5185. Do you know any of them ? — I do not think out of the 90 I do, though 
my name is to them all ; I have an idea upon my mind with respect to three of 
them, Lawrence Connor and the two Burchells ; the Burchells are weavers at 
Glasheen, and the name struck me. 

5186. You cannot call to mind any acquaintance with any of those deponents, 
except three of them ?— No. 

5187. The names of the three are, two persons of the name of Burchell, and 
another person named Connor? — Yes; I have a faint idea upon mv' mind, but 
it is only an idea. 

5188. Do you know the two Burchells ? — I do. 

5189. Are you able to state whether they are able to read and writer — No; 
but being weavers and living at Glasheen, I know that they are a decent kind of 
people, and I believe they could read. 

5190. You have no farther reason for saying they could read and write than 

H H 3 that 
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that they were weavers and lived at Glasheen r — And seeing them so often ; I am 
almost sure that they were able to read. 

5191. But you are not able to say positively? — No, I am not; I thought that 
when the affidavits were produced there might be some circumstance that I 
could bring to mind, but I cannot. 

5192. Does not that little expeiiment that has been made satisfy your mind of 
the great impropriety of carrying- on a process of SAvearing men to affidavits of 
that description, and suffering them to subscribe as marksmen when they are 
literate persons? — It does not at all convince me of any impropriety. 

5193. Does not it show you what an extreme difficulty there must be with 
reference to the identification ? — There may be a difficulty. 

5194. Must not it open a door to perjury ? — I do not think so. 

5195. Do you think that the laAv aa'IucIi punishes perjury is any protection 
against the commission of the crime ? — When there are three certificates upon the 
document, and three parties to it, I tliink that perjury would be easily found out. 

5196. How Avould you convict the perjurer upon this? — There is not a certi- 
ficate of those that I would not sweai* in a court of justice that I read to the man, 
and that he affixed his mark to it. 

5197. To what man ? — To the man mentioned in it. 

5198. How would you do that without knowing the man?— It Avould be the 
other party’s business to bring up the man. I hold in my hand 90 documents, 
and there is not a single one of these upon which my signature a]3pears that I 
would not, in a court of justice, swear that I did read it to that man, and that he 
affixed his mark to it. As to the identity of the man, that might be proved by 
other parties. 

5199. How could any other person prove the identity of the man that you read 
it to? — I do not know as to the legal point. 

5200. This is no legal point, but a matter of common sense. How is it possi- 
ble that any other man except yourself, or somebody by at the transaction, could 
identify the individual to whom you read it, and whose name you signed ? — 
I know nothing of that. 

5201. Do not you now see how extremely difficult it Avould be ? — I declare that, 
till I heard it from a lawyer, I thought it could be done, but now I find it is not 
so, I must submit to your better judgment. 

5202. Mr. Lefroy.~\ Suppose that 87 of these men, of whom you have no recol- 
lection, came into this room, could you discern one from another, and say that is 
such a man, and that is such another man ? — I do not know Avhether I could at 
this distance of time. When Mr. Waggett was the returning officer, as the 
Recorder of Cork, I invariably wrote the certificates for them to facilitate the 
business, and he never said anything ; and I thought if I was doing anything 
illegal, he would have stopped it. 

5023. Do you mean to say that Mr. Waggett knew of your signing as for 
marksmen where the deponents could read ? — He might, or might not ; I do not 
knoAv. 

5204. Do you mean to say that he did in fact knoAV it ? — I cannot take upon 
me to say ; but his clerks and people there about him must have seen it. 

5205. Do you mean to say that any of the clerks or officers of his court kneAv 
the fact ? — I knoAv they did. 

5206. Will you mention the names of any? — Tom Bustead kneAv it very Avell. 

5207. Mr. Seijeant Jackson.'] Knew that you were signing the names for those 
men, they being able to read and Avrite? — Yes, he knew' it. 

5208. But there aa'us not a more correct officer in the Queen’s dominions than 
Bustead? — Yes, and he knew that very aa’cII. 

5209. Mx. Lefroy^ Is Bustead alive? — No, he is not. 

5210. Is there any living officer of Mr. Waggett’s court amongst the multi- 
tude, who you say must have known of it, that you can name who did in fact 
knoAv it? — I do not believe there is ; Mr. Jones is dead, and so is Bustead. 

5211. Mr. Serjeant Jackson, to Mr. ColhurnT] What proportion of the affida- 
vits for the registry have you looked over, out of AA'hich you have selected these 
90 ? — I have looked over the entire of them, Avith the exception of about 700 . 

5212. What may be the number you have looked through ? — Three or four 
thousand. 

5213. And you have selected all that appear sig-ned by Mr. Meagher, except 
about 700 out of 4,000 ? — Yes. 

5214. Have 
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5214. Have you looked through the affidavits of the 40 s. freeholders?— 
I liave. 

5215- (To Mr. M^eagher.') In the list yon gave in, there were two persons of 
the name of John Corkery and John Buckley ; John Corkery appears by your 
list to have registered the 1st of January 1836 , and to have voted at the last 
election, upon the fourth day of the election. John Buckley registered upon 
the 14 th of November 1832 , and voted at the last election, No. 9, on the 
fourth day. Now these appear to be two of the persons who were absolved from 
paying the rates laid on in spring assizes 1837 . Are you aware that those per- 
sons must have sworn, at the time of voting, that they did not owe more than 
half a year s rates ? — “ Rates, if any.” Those, I believe, are the words of the 
affidavit. 

5216. You think that those words “if any” being introduced into the affidavit 
give an opportunity to persons to vote at the election, whose taxes, though really 
due, were remitted in the manner you have described ?— I do not think thi 
they were really due, because, if I pay the taxes of a man, or my proportion of 
them, they cannot be due of that man. 

5217. But then the individual had rated, and they had been due by him till 
the grand jury absolved him, and put the burden upon other inhabitants 
Yes. 

5218. And you consider that that individual is enabled, by virtue of those 
words ‘‘if any,” to vote at the election, although he had been in that manner 
absolved from the payment of rates ?— Yes, because I believe what the affidavit 
says is, that not more tlian six months rates are due. 



Mr. Benjamin Deeble, called in ; and Examined. 

5219. Chamnan.'] yHAT are you I have several occupations ; I occupy a 
good deal of land, and I have been collector of the city rates for the liberties and 
one assizes for the city. 

5220. For how many years?— About 17 years for the liberties. 

5221. Are you still collector ? — No. 

5222. How long have you ceased to be ? — I was presented at March 1819 , and 
I ceased at July 1836 , for the liberties ; I was presented for the division of the 
city in July 1836 , and I have ceased altogether since. 

5223- The last time of your acting as collector for the liberties of the city of 
LtOrk was in the spring of 1836 ? — Yes. ^ 

5224. Mr. Serjeant /nc/eso?i.] You were collector for the north liberties’ 

1 was. 

5225. You ai-e possessed of a good deal of land within the liberties?— Yes • 
1 have about 350 acres in the liberties, and 150 in the county. 

-v^ery 'veil acquainted with the space that is comprehended 
within the hberties of the city of Cork ? — I think I am. ^ 

5227. From the time of your appointment in 1819 to be a collector, till you 

ceased in 1836 had you been constantly acting in your capacity of collecting the 
rates half-yearly from all the rate-payers vvdthin the liberties of the city of Cork 
on the north side? — Yes. ^ 

5228. You had nothing to do during that time with the space which lies in the 
suburbs of the city ? — Not up to that jieriod. 

5229. Your labour was confined entirely to the portion to the north of the 
suburbs ? — Yes. 

5230. Were you appointed at any time collector of the rates in the south 
hberties ?— Yes, m March 1832 , 

5231. Did you then continue to act as collector for both the north and south 
liberties r — Yes. 

5232. What is the extent of those liberties ? — There are about 22,455 acres in 

the north liberties, and I suppose something under that in the south : I dare sav 
there ai-e 40,000 altogether. ^ 

5233- Chamnan.'] Is all that space between the River Lee and Danish Fort 
and so round by the red line marked in the map you now have in your hand! 
the northern liberties ?— No, the suburbs are out of that ; the suburbs are marked 
upon that map with a yellow line. 

5234 - Then all to the north of the River Lee, and beyond the yellow line, and 

Within the red line, is called the northern liberties ? Yes. 

H H 4 5235, Then 
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5235. Then to tlie south of the River Lee, without the yellow line, and within 
the red line, are the southern liberties ? — Yes. 

5236. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.'] How many denominations of land, as recognized 
by the treasurer’s books and tlie warrants of collection, are there in tlie north 
liberties? — Seventy-one, I think. 

5237. How many denominations of land are there in the southern liberties, as 
recognized by the treasurer’s book and the warrants of collection ? — Seventy-six, 

I think. 

5238. Have you looked through the list published by the clerk of the peace of 
the names of persons registered as voters for the city of Cork, particularly those 
that appear to have registered as householders and freeholders out of premises 
described to be in the liberties ? — I have ; I looked through them as to house- 
holders and freeholders. 

5239. Are you able to state what number of persons appear on the register 
who are I’egistered out of premises within those limits ? — No, I have not counted 
them. 

5240. Are you able to say that they amount to some hundreds ? — Yes ; several 
hundreds. 

,5241. Do you recollect the general registration of voters which took place iri 
1832 ?— I do. 

5242. Were you in Cork at that time? — I was. 

5243. From your knowledge of the extent of the liberties of Cork and the 
number of denominations of land comprised within the liberties, do you conceive 
that it would be possible, having reference to the number of persons who claimed 
to register, to scrutinize adequately the claims of those persons who so claim to 
register within the space of 1 0 days ? — I do not say that it would be impossible ; 
but I think it would be very difficult to do so with ordinary care ; but I cannot 
sa}'^ what would be impossible. 

5244. For example, you who are so well acquainted with the liberties of Cork 
and the denominations of land, would not you yourself find very great difficulty 
in ascertaining the precise spot out of which several of those claimants claimed 
to register ? — I am certain that I could pot have ascertained it myself within 
10 days. 

•5245. Is'there another man in the whole liberties of the city of Cork that 
would have equal facilities with you in discriminating? — I do not think there is. 

5246. Ml'. Beamish.] Did not that registry continue for a long period ? — 
It did. 

5247. How long? — I do not know. 

5248. Did it continue a month? — I cannot tell. 

5249. It is in evidence that it continued for 40 days ; now, if it continued for 
40 days, do not you think that in that period inquiries might be made as 
regarding the parties seeking to register? — Certainly.' 

5250. If due diligence had been used,' would not that be sufficient time for 
parties to make inqvtiries r — If every person was registered according to the deno- 
mination, it would ; but in the way that they appear upon the register, I do not 
think it could be done ; perhaps it might be done in 40 days. 

5251. You yourself did not take any trouble to find out? — No, I did not at 
the time; 

52.52. Mr. Serjeant Jachson?^ You are aware that, according to the law, it 
was only necessary to have the list published 10 days before the registry began ? 
— I cannot give an opinion upon the law. 

5253. (To Mr. Colburn.') Did not the law only require the list to be published 
10 days before the registry sessions began? — Yes. 

5254. (To'Mr. Dechle.) Of course persons that took pains to inform tiiem- 
selves, with a view to scrutinize the claims to register, must have been prepared 
upon the first day of the registering sessions? — I should think so. 

5255. Therefore they could not well have been attending the barrister, and at 
the same time going througli the liberties to inquire into the holdings of the 
claimants ? — That is my opinion ; they could not be in two places at the same 
time. 

5256. Mr. Had not they assistants ? — I suppose they had. 

5257. Corrld not those assistants be making the inquiries while the registry 
was going on? — I think they could ; but they could not have been in the court- 
house to oppose it at the same time that they were in the country. 

5258. Might. 
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5258. Might not others connected with them be going on with that inquirr 
while the registry was taking place in the court-house ?— I think they could 

5259. And from day to day bring in such information as was requisite, rela- 
tive to the various parties that sought to register ?— They could make comma- 
nications. 

5260. Mr. Serjeant Tuc&on.] What number of persons would be necessary in 

order to have in attendance upon the three barristers persons able to give ade- 
quate information before each of the barristers upon every claim It tould be 
difficult to say. ^ wubuu uc 

5261. Would not it require a great number of people in order to check all the 
claimants coming in from all quarters, and at the same time to have persons out 
in me country making inquiries r — It would. 

5262 What fund would be adequate to pay all the people that would be 
required for those purposes?— I could not form any estimate of the fund - it 
would be enormous, I suppose. ’ 

5263. Mr, BeamM.-] That is merely your opinion ?— Yes t I do not know it 
trom my own knowledge. 

5264 Mr. Serjeant/BC&im.] Well acquainted as you are with the names of 
the lands in the liberties of the city of Cork, do you find names stated upon the 
register with which you are not acquainted ?— I do. 

5265. Have you looked through the register?— I have. 

5266. Have you found upon the register persons registered out of places that 

you do not know the situation of?— I have. ^ 

5267. Can you state instances? — I can. 

B ****'*^'* number in the registry ’-—There is 

^ 5269. (To Mr. Colburn.) Will you refer to that, and read it?— “ Patrick 
Buckley, carpenter, Ballygurren, city Cork ; house and land at Ballygurren ■ 

householder, 10 I ; registered the 18th of October 1832.” 

5270- (To Mr. Deeble.) Did you ever hear of such a denomination as that . 
Never. 

W71. Mr, Beamish.] You do not know anything about this Patrick Buckley? 

5272. You do not know whether he had a holding at that place or not ?^No 

5273. Clminmn.'] Supposing you wished to make any objection to the man, 

would you have any idea where to go to look for those premises ? No-. 

5274- Although you are so well acquainted with every district of the liberties? 



5275- Mr. Beamish.] Was there no other description given than Patrick 
Buckley, of Ballygurren? — Ballygurren, city of Cork. 

5276. You were only collector for the the liberties r— Yes, 

5-2jy. Do you know that this Patrick Buckley did really live in the liberties? 
— I do not know ; I say I do not know the place. 

5278. Do you undertake to say that there was not a Patrick Buckley living 
at such a place as this, within the suburbs, and yet not coming under your col- 
lection ?— 1 think that persons registering out of houses and lands ought t« give 
the names of ploughlands. ° 

5279- ^re you aware that there are persons registering within what is called 
the city out of houses and lands ?— Yes, there are within the suburbs. 

5280. Do you know that this Patrick Buckley, of Ballygurren, may not have 
registered for a holding within the city ?— Of course, when I do not know the 
man, I cannot tell. 

5281. You cannot say whether the man was a liberty voter or a city voter? 

No, I cannot say, of course. 

5282. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Have you resided all your life in the city of 
Cork ?— I have. 



52S3. Did you ever hear of such aplace as Ballygurren in the suburbs ?— No ; 
1 collected the north suburbs with the city the last time I did it. 

5284. But you never heard of such a place as Ballygurren, either in the city 
of Cork, or in the suburbs of Cork, or in the liberties of Cork ? — No. 

52S5. Mr. Seamish.] Will you undertake to say there is no such place ? No. 

5286. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] What is the next name? — “Letter C. 453; 
John Coleman, farmer, Ballygarvin, city of Cork ; house and land at Baliygarvin, 
householder, 10/. ; registered 15 th November 1832 .” 

^•46. I r 5287. Are 
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Ur.Benj.Deeble. 5287. Are you acquainted with such a denomination as that? Not in the 
Iibei’iies* 

‘J288. Are you acquainted with such a denomination in the city or suburbs ?— 
No. ' " 

5289. Did you ever hear of such a denomination? — Not in the city or 

suburbs. . , ,, , 

5290. yix. -Beamish.^ You know the denomination bounding the city calleu 

Ballygarvin ? — I do in the county. , , t, • 0 at . t 

5291. None of that denomination of land comes within the liberties .—m , 1 

had a farm adjoining it, and the stream that runs between my farm and Bally- 

garvin is the boundary of the liberties. vi. • o at 

5292. And no portion of that denomination is within the liberties .-—No. 

5393. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.'] Then, you do know a denomination called 

BaUygarvin, and that it is just outside the limits of the liberties ; so that it is in 
the county of Cork, and not in the county of the city of Cork ?— It is ; 1 valued 
Ballygarvin for tithe composition as in the county, as part of the parish 01 Carry- 

^ 5294. Who was the occupier of Ballygarvin, which you say you valued for 
tithe composition ? — There are several occupiers on it ; Mr. Coughlan is one ot 
them : there are 500 or 600 acres in the ploughland. 

5295. Mr. Beamish:] Do you think that with such a description as Ballygarvin 

given here by this man, Coleman, parties desirous of knowing whether he pos- 
sessed any land or house in that district would be able to find it out . —I imagine 
they would ; in Ballygarvin they might know whether he lived, there or not, by 
goim? there. ^ , 

5296. Do you think they would be able to find out whether such a man lived 

in the neighbourhood by making inquiry ? — Yes, I think they might ; Bally- 
garvin being a well-known district. ^ <• i r 

5297. Mr. Serjeant Jackson:] But giving notice to register for the city ot 
Cork, of course the public and those inter^ted in the matter would take lor 
granted that the lands out of which he came to register were within the county, 
of the city of Cork ? — They might be misled in that way ; but there are so many 
names given by individuals, that they might have thought this was a fanciful 

5298. But he would have no right to be allowed to be registered at the ses- 
sions of the city of Cork, unless the lands of Ballygarvin were within the liberties 

of the city of Cork?— Certainly. .^.111111? 

5299. Although it might give him a vote for the county if he had land suf- 
ficient, it would not entitle him to register for the city, unless Ballygarvin was 
within the city ?— Certainly not. 

5300. Mr. Beamish.] But still you think the parties might be able to hnd out 
whether such a man lived there or not ? — I think so. 

5301. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.]. But that would not satisfy them that there, 
might not be some place called by the fanciful name of Ballygarvin, out of 
which he meant to register? — Yes. 

5302. Will you state the next instance you find of any denomination you were 
not acquainted with before? — “ Letter C. 460 , Patrick Coleman. 

5303. (To Mr. Colburn.') Do you find him in the register r'-^Yes ; “ Patrick 
Coleman, farmer, Ballinrin, city of Cork, house and land at Ballinrin; house- 
holder, 10 1 . ; registered 15 th of November 1832 .” 

5304. (To Mr. Deeble.) Are you acquainted with any such denomination as 
that in the liberties ? — No. 

5305. Did you ever hear of it ? — No. 

5306. Mr. Beamish.] Did you ever hear of such a denomination within the 
city? — No. 

5307. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Or within the suburbs ? — No. 

5308. Will you state the next?— “ William Hogan, farmer, Ballincarn^. 

5309. Mr. Colburn.] “ William Hogan, farmer, Ballincarrigo, city of Cork; 
jand at Ballincarrigo ; freeholder, 40 s. ; registered 20th of October 1832 . 

5310. (To Mr. Deeble.) Are you, acquainted with any such denomination as 

Ballincarrigo? — No. . 

531 1 Did you ever hear of any such in the liberties, in the suburbs, or in tfie. 
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5312. M.T. Beamish.^ Do you know any such place, or anything like it?— I 
know something like it, Ballincurrig. 

53*3* (To Mr. Colhurn.') Are you sure that all the names in yoiir book are 
correctly spelt from the notices given ? — I am ; for I compared this book with 
the registry -book previous to my coming here. Any error that occurred in the 
print I corrected it from the original. 

5314. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ You have abstracted from the affidavits made 
for the registry the names of the parties, and the land ? — I have. 

5315. And you afterwards corrected that original book with the registry-book, 

so as to make sure that there were no clerical errors of any kind ? Yes. 

53.1^; (To Mr. Deehle.) Will you mention the next? — Jeremiah' Hayes, Bal- 
linoriskig, and John Hart, also out of Ballinoriskig. 

5317*_(To M.T. Colhurn.) Do you find those names upon the register? — 
‘‘ Jeremiah Hayes, farmer, Ballinoriskig, city Cork ; house and land at Ballino- 
riskig; householder, 10/.; registered 17th of November 1832.” “ John Hart, 
farmer, Ballinoriskig, city Cork ; house and land at Ballinoriskig ; householder, 
10/.; registered 17th November 1832.” 

5318. (To Mr. Beehle.) Are you acquainted with any such denomination as 
that in the liberties, in the suburbs, or in the city ? — No. 

5319. You never heard of such? — No. 

5320. Mr. Beamish.'] U it possible that it may be a misprint for Bally- 

voskig ? — It might. ^ There is also Ballenvostig, which is often called Ballin- 
vriskig ; but that is in the northern liberties, and Ball-yvoskv is in the southern 
liberties. ^ 

5321. How do you know that this man’s land is in the north liberties, and not 
in the south liberties ?— I do not say that it is, but I know a man of the name of 
Hart on Ballinavostig. 

5322. Then do you think ifyou saw this name was put down, you would be likely 
to turn to Ballinavostig, knowing a man of that name there ? — Yes; Ballinavostig 
is called Ballinvristig very often, and from the similarity of the names I would 
find it out. This man styles himself a farmer; there are very few farmers with 
sufficient lands within tlie suburbs, so as to be called farmers from them. 

5323. Do you know that Hart resides upon the lauds of Ballinavostig?— Yes. 

5324* Mr. Serjeant What is the next? — The next is letter L., 156 ; 

“ Denis Lane, farmer, Ballinoriskig, city Cork ; house and land at Ballinoriskig ; 
householder, 10/.; registered 21st November 1832.” Now, that Denis Lane, I 
know the man, and he lives on Ballyvoskig Glebes, in the south liberty. 

5325* From, your knowledge of the liberties, if you went to inquire for this 
man, do you think you would have been able to have found him out? — If I had 
not known the man I should have gone to the north liberty ; I should have gone 
to Ballinavostig or Ballinvriskig. 

5326. How is he registered ?— He is registered as of Ballinvriskig. 

5327* Is there such a place as that ? — There is a place known as Ballinvristig, 
it is another name for Ballinavostig; that man lives on Ballyvoskig Glebes 
in south liberties, which is at least nine or ten miles distant from Ballina- 
vostig ; you must cross the city entirely. 

5328. Then you would be misled by the name that is given ? — Yes. 

5329* Mr. Beamish.] But if you did not find him at the one, you would eo to 
the other ? — I would. 

5330- Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] But others would not be so likely to find him 
out who had not the same means of knowing the denomination ? — I think it very 
likely to mislead others. 

533^- What is the next? — Tliere are others registered in the same way, cross- 
ing each other in that way. Cornelius Lane is in the same way. There is a man 
of the name of Daniel Keefe ; and there is a Keefe in the north, and a Keefe in 
the south liberties. 

5332. What denomination is stated for them ? — Ballinvriskig I see is stated 
for one of them ; and I would not know which to go to, whether to the south or 
north, for there are Keefes living on both ploughlands, or were at that time. 

5333- What is the next? — F. 210, Bartholomew Fitzgerald, Bally carroon. 

5334* (To Mr. Colburn.) Will you read that entry in the register? — “ Bar- 
tholomew Fitzgerald, farmer, Ballycarroon ; house and land at Ballycaxroon ; 
houseliolder, 10 /. ; registered 22d of' September 1 835.” 

I I 2 5335. (To 
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5335- (To Mr. Deeble) Did you ever hear of.such a denomination as that ? — 

I cannot say that I did. 

•5336. Either in the liberties, or in the city, :or in the suburbs? — It is not a 
known denomination. 

5337. Mr. Beamish) It may be known in the district, may it not ?— It may be 
known, but I do not know it, nor do I think it is generally Icndwn. 

5338. Do you know anything about this man ? — I think I know Fitzgerald. 

5339. Do you know the land? — I think I do ; I think he lives on Howard’s 
Hill, or Ardarow. 

5340. .Mr. Serjeant Jackson) How is he registered ? — Ballycarroon. 

534]. Mr. Beamish) Did you ever hear of any denomination of that name? 
— No, I never heard of any denomination of that name within the liberties of 
Cork. 

5342. Seeing that name in the list published by Mr. Colburn, should you have 
been able, from your knowledge of the liberties, to find out such a man as Bar- 
tholomew Fitzgerald? — No. 

5343. You do not think you could possibly find him out? — I think I could 
find any one that lived within the liberties ; but that would be no direction to me 
to find him. ' 

5344. You never heard the name of Ballycarroon ? — I might have heard it. 

5345. Then there may have been a ploughland, out of which this man may 
have registered, known by the name of Ballycarroon ? — No, I do not think there 
is ; it might have been a fanciful denomination ; the man might have called it 
anything. 

5346. Might there be a known denomination of that name? — I do not think 
there is. 

5347. But you do not know positively that there is not? — I do not know any- 
thing of that sort positively. 

5348. Mr. Serjeant Jackson) You know the names of most of the plough- 
lands in the liberties ? — Yes. 

5349. You know them all ?— I know' them all by the names on the treasurer’s 
return. 

5350. Ought not the treasurer’s return to contain, and does it not contain the 
names of all the known denominations of ploughlands in the liberties ? — I think 
it does, 

5351. And that is not one of them ? — No. 

5352. Nor did you ever hear of it as a known denomination of land ? — No. 

5353. Of course neither you nor any man living can say but that some man 
might take a fancy to call it by that odd name ? — Just as well as by Belmont, or 
Bellevue, or Sally-park, and so on. 

5354. Mr. Beamish, to Mr. Colburn) In all those certificates is not the parish 
stated ? — Whenever it is stated in the affidavit. 

5355* Giving the parish as well as the denomination of land? — If is not 
always given ; but the certificate is always filled up according to the notice 
given by the man. 

5356. In the notice which was served upon you, is the parish given ? — I can- 
not say. 

5357. Mr. Serjeant Jackson) Are you prepared to say whether it is necessary 
for the party to state the parish in the notice ? — No, it is not. 

5358. But in case the party should state the parish, you would state it in the 
certificate ? — Yes, if he should state it in the affidavit. 

5359 - (To Mr. Deeble) You are examined now with a view to show the dif- 
ficulties which stand in the way of parties that might be disposed to check and 
investigate the claims of persons who were desirous to be registered. Now would 
it afford the slightest facility to a party who was desirous to examine and check 
the right of a person claiming to register, that he should afterwards, when he 
came to register, make an affidavit, stating the parish ? — No, I do not think it 
would in the first instance ; it would be after-knowledge. 

53.60. It would be “ the day after the fair,” according to a common Irish pro- 
verb? — Yes, it would. 

- 5361. Mr. Beamish) But if the parish were stated .at the time of the, notice, 
would. not that be some clue ? — It would, of course ; it would bring it within a 
smaller compass. 

5362. (To 
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5362. ^0 yLr.-Colburn.) Do you now produce the affidavit of Bartholomew Be»j. Deeblt. 
Fitzgei'ald ? — Here is the affidavit. ■= — 

4363- Does it state the .parish No, it states, in the north liberties. • 7 ‘^38. 

5364* ^ Mr. Serjeant Jackson, to Mr. Deeble.'\ Would that be any great help to 
.you, telling you that it was in the north liberties?— It would prevent me from 
going to the south, 

_ 53^5* Mr. HeaTnish^ You said that you yourself would find no very great 
difficulty in finding this man out ?—I did not say that I would have no great dif- 
ficulty. ^ I think I know the man. There is a man of that name that lives on 
, Howard’s-hill, in the north liberties. He was a carrier, that worked for me 
some time, and that is. one of the reasons that I know him. 

5366. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ Does he hold much land ?— No ; about six acres 
I think. 

5367. What kind of farm is it ?— It is very middling land ; it is neither boggy 
nor is it rich land ; it is dry. 

5368. What beneficial interest do you think he might have had in that- six 
acres of land that you speak of ? — I do not know his rent ; I imagine he has not 
any. I believe it was taken at the full value. 

5369. Mr. Beamishi] Do you know that ?— From the time he took it, I think 
it was ; and he was always very poor. 

5370. Do you know that he has no interest in it? — I have stated before that I 
.do not know his rent. 

537^- Serjeant Jackson.^ You -say that he has been always a verv poor 
man ?— Yes. J J i 

5372. From what you know of the man and his farm, do you consider that he 
has a beneficial intei’est of 10 /. a year over and above his rent? — I should know 
his rent to ascertain that. 

5373- You say that from the time of the letting to him, he probably holds at 
a rack-rent ? — I am sure that he pays the full value, from knowing his landlord, 
and altogether. 

5374. Who is his landlord ? — I think his name is Bullen; he is the inter- 
mediate landlord under St. Leger, to whom the estate belongs. 

_ .5.575* -And Bullen is the immediate landlord of this man r — He was the imme- 
diate landlord of this man when he took it. 

5376. Mr Beamish.'] You do not know whether he now holds from Bullen or 
St. Leger? — No. 

5377- Nor from whom he held at the period of the registry in 1835? — Not 
exactly. 

5378. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] What is the next? — K. 47 j Bartholomew 
Kiely, at Ballybugh. 

5379* (Yo Mr. Colburn.) Will you read the entry ? — “ Bartholomew Kiely, 

Ballybugh; house and garden at Ballybugh; freeholder, 40s.; registered 29th 
of October 1832.” 

5380. (To Mr. Deehle.) Do you know any such denomination in the liberties 
— No. 

5381. Nor in the suburbs? — No. 

,5382. Did you ever hear of any such? — No. 

5383. Mr. Beamish.] Do you. know of any name like that? — I know Bonlibeg. 

^384. Do you think that might be the placer— I think it might. 

5385. Do ;^ou know the man?— I think a man of that name lives there, or did 
live there. The man I mean has a small house and garden upon the road-side ; 
that is the only reason I have for guessing that this might be the same. 

5386. Doyou think that parties, anxious to find out whether such a party had 
any holding in that district, would be likely to go to the place you mention, 
seeing such a name as this, attached to it?— I do not think they would. 

5387. Why not ? — Because I do not think it is likely that that would point it 
out to them. 

5388. ^ Do you think that if they did not find such a denomination in the rate- 
collector s book, and they found one such as you have mentioned, it would at all 
lead them to consider whether it might not be a misprint or a misdescription ? — 

I do not think it would. 

5389* N they were intelligent people, would not they turn it intheir'minds?— 

I do not think they would. I say that I know it from knowing that a man of 
that name is a carpenter, and lives upon the Mallow Road. But if I am asked, 

0-46. II 3 whether 
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Mr. Benj. Deeble. whether a pei^on, anxious to find that out, would find it out, I do not think this 
would be sufficient to enable him to do so. 

7 March 1838. 5390. Having tlie north liberties attached to it, would not that be sufficient? 

— That would only prevent them from going to the south. 

5391. But there being such a ploughland as Bonlibeg in the north liberties, 
and seeing such a description as this, would they be likely to go to that plough- 
land to seek for the man ? — They might go there. 

5392. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.'] Do you think it is a sufficient guide for a person 
not acquainted with the man as you are, to find him r — I do not ; for I was 
myself puzzled some time about it when I, read it first. But I valued that parish 
also, and on looking over it, I saw that I had put down a house to a man of the 
name of Bartholomew Kiely. 

5393* You know the man? — I cannot say that I personally know him, but I 
valued his house and premises before, and I recollect the name ; the man lives 
upon the road to Whitchurch, and on part of the lands of Bonlibeg. 

5394. Do you know the nature of his holding ? — It is a house and a small 
cabbage garden. 

5395. Do you consider that he has 10 1 . beneficial interest in it r — It does not 
say that he has. 

5396. What is the next? — M. 658; Jeremiah Murphy, of Droumane. 

5497. (To Mr. Colburn^ Will you read the entry upon the register ?r— “ Jere- 
miah Murphy, farmer, Droumane ; house and land at Droumane ; householder, 
10^.; registered 24th of September 1835.” 

5398. (To Mr. Deeble,) Are you acquainted with such a denomination as that ? 
-—No. 

5399. yoii ever hear of such in the city, or in the suburbs, or in the liber^ 
ties ? — There is no such denomination upon the treasurer’s return. 

5400. Mr, Beamish.] Did you ever hear of such a name as that? — I. heard of 
a place called Drouminard, and I saw people register out of a place of that 
name. 

5401. Mr, Serjeant Jackson^ Do you know that man? — cannot gay that 
I do. 

5402. Mr. Beamish.] Do you know any man of that name upon the lands of 
Drouminard ? — I call all this Farrenastig; the whole ploughland is Farrenastig. 

5403. Is there such a man as Jeremiah Murphy upon that ? — I cannot exactly 
state that ; there are several Murphys upon Farrenastig. 

5404. In what capacity is he registered ? — Farmer, 

5405. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ What is the next? — M. 509. 

5406. (To Mr. Colbm-n.) Will you read the entry upon the register Daniel 
Mahoney, labourer, Lohenebuoy, city Cork; a house at Lohenebuoy; a free- 
holder, 405. ; registered 23d of November 1832.” 

5407. (To Mr, Deeble.) Do you find any such denomination as that within 
the liberties, or within the city, or the suburbs ? — No. 

5408. You never heard of it ? — No. 

5409. What is the next ? — D. 250 ; Denis Dennahy. 

54 1 o. (To Mr. Colburn.) Will you read the entry upon the register Denis 
Dennahy, printer, Parkouge, city Cork ; house and land at Parkouge ; house- 
holder, 10 1 . ; registered 22d of November 1832,” 

5411. (To Mr. I>eeb.le.) Did you ever hear sucha denomination as that in the 
liberties ? — No. 

5412. Mr. Beamish.] Do you know a place at all of that sound? — The nearest 
I know to it is Parknaglantane. 

5413. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] That is a description that would not at all guide 
you in finding out the claimant ? — It would not. 

5414. What is the next? — “ F. 92; Abraham Farren, Parkakamore, city 
Cork; house at Parkakamore; freeholder, 20?.; registered 12tli of November 
1832.” 

541 5* Are you acquainted with any such denomination as that ? — No, 

5416. Do you know the man ? — No. 

5417. Mr. Beamishr\ Do you know a place called Parkmore? — I had a field 
formerly called Parkmore, at the back of Blarney-lane ; there is not a house on 
it now. There is one lodge on it; I do not know who lives in it. 

54] 8. You do not know whether the field you liad formerly might not be the 

same 
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same that this man registered out of?— I do not; 1 know that there is a turret 
that is part of Knocknabohilly. 

5419. You said that you had a field called Parkmore?~I had; the meaning 

of it was the big field. ® 

5420. Althougli there is no such denomination of land in the treasurer’s books ? 
— Yes. 

5421. Chairman.^ Had you this field in 1832? — No. 

5422. Who had it then ?— I believe a man of the name of Mellefont ; but I 
can ascertain that. 

5423. Mr. Beamish.'] Do you know who is the freeholder of it? I believe it 

is part of Mr. Morriss’s estate ; it adjoins the cattle-market on one side. 

5424. Mr. Serjeant Jac;ls(9«.] What interest had you in it ? — It was a freehold 

a lease for lives, renewable for ever. ’ 

5425. Mr. Beamish.] You do not know where Farren got it ? — I do not; I know 
there is but one house or turret on it, in the corner ; he might live in that, for 
anything I know to the contrary. 

5426. You do not know anything about Farren at all in connexion with it ? 
— No. 

5427. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ In fact, you would be totally at a loss to find 
him by that name ; you could not make him out at all ? — No ; but if I was 
anxious about him, I would go to look at Parkmore first. 

5428. Chairman.] Your knowledge of Parkmore arises from your having been 
a tenant of it, and not from your situation as collector? — Exactly. 

5429. Mr. Beamish.] Is that name not known to others as well as yourself? 

I dare say it is. 

5430. Mr. Serjeant JaeAsow.] What is the next? — “ P. 24. John Pollard, 

nailer, Parakmore, city of Cork ; house at Parkamore.” His residence is stated 
asParkamore; and then it says, " a house at Parkamore; freehold, 40 5.; re- 
gistered the I8th of October 1832'.’* ’ 

543 1 . Do the same observations you made with reference to the last two apply 
to him ? — I know of one house on the place that I know as Parkmore, but I do 
not know of a second. 

5432. Mr. Beamish.] You do not know anything of John Pollard ? — No. 

5433. Seijeant Jackson^ What is the next? — “ K. 91. John Keane, 
mason. North Poulnacanna ; city of Cork ; a house and land at North Poulha- 
canna; householder; registered 20th November 1832.” 

5434. Do you know any sucli denomination as that in the liberties or suburbs 
of Cork ? — I do not; the nearest I know to it is North Poulacurry. 

5.435- What is the next? — “ No. 53. Daniel Neill, farmer, Parknafaha, city of 
Cork.; a house and land at Parknafeha, householder, 10 ; registered 1st No- 
vember 1832.” 

5436. Do you know any such denomination as that ?— No. 

5437. Have you anything approximating to it which, from your knowledge of 
the liberties, you might guess to-be the place? — No ; there is Parknock. 

5438. You are quite at a loss for that man ? — Yes. 

5439. What is the next r— “ L. 164. William- Lee, builder, Scarteen, cityCork ; 
lands at Scarteen; freeholdei', 10 1 .; registered- 2Ist November 1S32.” 

5440. Do you know any such denomination: as that ? — No. 

5441. Mr. Beamish'^ Do you know anyplace at all like it? — Scartavaleen ; 
but that is not the name of a denomination. 

5442. But it is- well known, is not it'? — I think it is; there are a good' num- 
ber registered out of Scartavaleen. ’ 

5443* Mr. Seijeant Jachson.] But Scartemand Scartavaleen are not so much 
like one another as to lead you to think they are the same ? — No. 

5444. Have you any reason to think they are tlie same ? — I do not think there 
is such a man living at Scartavaleen. 

5445. Mr. Beamish] In what liberty is Scartavaleen ?— South ; it is on the. 
road to Castle Treasure. 

5446. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ There being no such man living at Scartava- 
leen, you have no reason to think the lands of Scarteen and Scartavaleen can be 
the same ? — No man of that name paid me out of that denomination. 

5447- Then you are quite at sea with respect to the residence of this man ? — 
Yes. 

'^•4®- I I 4 5448. (To 



Mr. Benj. Deihle. 
7 March 1838. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




Mr. Benj. Deeble. 
7 March 1838. 



248 MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE 

5448. rTo Mr. Colburn.) Do you produce the affidavit of William Lee? — 

I do. 

5449. Do you find it gives any further particulars as to the property out of 
which he registered? — Yes ; it mentions Grange. 

5450. (To Mr. Deeble.) The affidavit of Lee of Scarteen having attached 
to it the ploughland of Grange, would that give you any clue to it ? — Yes ; 
I would know where to look for him at once. 

545 1 . Mr. Serjeant Jackson.'] You observe that that is the description derived 
from the affidavit, and not derived from the notice of registry, so that it would 
not assist any person in investigating the notice of his claim ? — Not previously, 
certainly, .unless there might be an appeal. 

5452. Do not you know that in Ireland, as the law now stands, when once a 
man gets upon the register he is there for eight years? — Unless taken off by a 
Committee of the House of Commons. 

5453- That is rather an expensive sort of a job sometimes, not to say an impos- 
sible one?— I am told it is very difficult. 

5454. What is the' next ? — “ A. 90. George Atkins, victualler. Temple Acre, 
city of Cork ; house at Temple Acre, north suburbs ; householder, 10^. ; registered 
I4th November 1832.” 

5455. Are you acquainted with any such denomination as Temple Acre? — 
No. 

5456. Have you any surmise what it may be? — I have a surmise between two 
places ; I know this man ; , he lived on Knocknabohilly, he now lives on the Sun- 
dayswell-road ; and I would not know which would be called Temple Acre; but 
I think I know the man from his trade, and altogether. 

5457. You have no idea where Temple Acre may be, or if there is any such 
place ? — No. 

5458. Mr. Beamish.] Do not you think that having north suburbs stated would 
be a guide in coming at him ? — I know where the man lived that I suppose to be. 
the man ; I know that he lived on Knocknabohilly, in the liberties. 

5^59. Should a man come up and offer Iiimself to register with such a descrip- 
tion as these men appear to have after their names, would there not be a suspicion 
attached to the parties so describing themselves?— If there were parties present 
sufficiently acquainted with the names in the liberties, it would. 

5460. If you were present, and a man came up to register out of what was to 
you an unknown denomination of land, would not you question him? — I would, 
if I was against him, or employed upon the registry ; but whether or not, I would 
ask him for curiosity to know where it was, as I would wish to know almost 
everything of that sort. 

5461. That would be a means of ascertaining the position of his holding? — 
Yes, if I asked him where he lived. 

5462. Would it not be a natural question for any one to ask, if he did not 
recognise the ploughland ? — I think it would. 

5463. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Have you any others of that class? — No others 
of that class. 

5464. The Committee collect from you, that with regard to several of those 
which you have mentioned, you, having so great a knowledge of the people as 
well as of the lands in the liberties of the city of Cork, are enabled to make a 
guess at who the individual that is registered may be from knowing the man, 
though you had no clue by the name of the place ? — Yes, coupling both. 

5465. And also that being peculiarly circumstanced, with so much local 
knowledge, you are able to make some guess at what may be meant, although 
the party describes himself as of a place that has no known denomination at all ? 
— Yes, from my. knowledge of the person in many cases. 

5466. Mr. Beamish.] Did you attend at any of those registries? — I was sum- 
moned to one, and I was sent for in 1832 .on some occasions by the assistant 
barrister ; I think it was as to whether they had paid rates or not. 

5467. Not in reference to the denominations? — No. 

• 5468. Were you asked any questions at all with reference to the denominations 
of the lands out of which they registered ? — I think I was not, but I could not 
state positively that I was not. 

5469. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^] Are there a great many persons also who give 
their places fanciful names, and register out of them ? — Yes. 

5470. Arc 
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5470. Are there not also a great number of persons livins; upon the same 

deMmination of land, who nevertheless register as if they lived at different places i 
—They give different names. ' 

5471. Do you know such a denomination of land as Carrigrohan Yes 

5472. That IS a known denomination of land in the south liberties ?— It is 
5473- Is It an extensive denomination ? — It is l, 517 acres 

I hit^' registered under that denomination ?— 

,5475- Have you found any persons -whom you know to be resident at Carri- 
giohan-who register as holders of land in Closhmartle ?— Yes. 

5476 You know that those persons who register as of cioshmartle in truth 
^ S'™ “ie“wfth1n 

think the boundaries are 

^ 5478. Mr. Serjeant Jachsm.'] Do you know whether there are persons resident 
in Carngrohan who register as of the lands of Scotch ?— Yes * 

book^®' “ Scotch ”?-Not on the treasurer’s 

5480. m Beamish^ Is it a denomination well known ?— I will not say well 

krnintlL'ne^;hb™L‘oL^“"““' 

tereri*’' Serjeant Juc&OTi.] Do you know whether there are persons regis. 
upon ;L r^tfr! P-»“ 

' 5482. Where does he live, in fact ?— On Carrigrolian 

him'^caU ifRod™”^'^ ™ Carrigrohan ?— I heard 

never hear it before ?_I might have heard it before; I will 
not say that I did or did not. 

• ■548 o- Mi‘- Serjeant Jac^soK.] You have mentioned, in the course of vour nre- 
tliat there was such a known denomination as Farrenastig; -Jliat 
-f denomination ?— By the survey that was made for the 

libeities, it was 1,787 acres, and some decimals. 

54S6. Do you know that there are persons whom you know to reside upon 
Fairenastig who have registered, and appear upon the register, as registenno- 
out of the lands of Lisduff?— Yes, there are. ^ registeiing 

T i^P''' ™t Lisduff a well-known denomination?— I know it ■ 

I do not know that the boundaries are well known ’ 

-r* y™, well knownP-People in the neighbourhood 
would know 1 people in the parish of AVhitechurch. t will state how I happS 
to know sometlimgof It. Therewere 12 or 14 persons, at the time that the rom- 
position was entered into, appointed for each ploughland in the liberties and 
tlmy disagreed and then they called upon me to' settle the question ; anfi’wTnl 
over them, and I found Lisduff amongst them. That was the way I became 
acquainted with those sub-denomination names. ^ 

5489. Mr. Serjeant Jmhgon.] Have jmu found upon the register persons whom 
rsiu^lrftlvr " denomination of FaUastig,“wdio rPegister Ts oto 

lar to®I isf.ff.'®-f ’“''‘'3 n 1"^ «mi- 

iai to Lisduff It IS a similar sub-denommation in the same ploughland 

1 -now to I ■ H» y<«t find upon the register persons whom you 

know to be resident on Farrenastig, also registered as out of Gurtavaroon ?— 

5492- Mr. Is that another instance of the same kind ?-Yes- I will 

not undertake to say that it is as well known as Lisduff. ’ 

casut^L^dT^VSi "" that denomination attached be 

Sv V ^1 77 ^^ ® P^^^sh of Whitcchurch present I 

think it would be easy to find him out. ^ 

It might.''''"™*'* *‘ *’® ® “‘‘“ding from the parish ?— 

perelMfrmn olf 1" Y°“!d fr bo rether an expensive job to have 
-1 rnkTwIJlld ' “ “““ o“ondin^g at the registry ? 

n K. 5496. How 
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5496. How many parishes are there in the liberties r — About 16 parishes, or 
parts of parishes. , . , 

5497- Have you found persons whom you knew to be resident upon the 
ploughland of Farrenastig, registering as out of Thresherstown ? — Yes. 

5498. Mr. Beamish.'] Is not that well known ?— Thresherstown is; but with 
respect to those two persons registered out of Thresherstown, if they were to go 
into the sub-denominations at all, I believe it is Saltfield. 

5499. Do you mean that Saltfield is a denomination of Thresherstown ? — No, 

but of Farrenastig. r mr t. 

5500. Then if those two persons who appear to be registered out ot Ihreshers- 

town gave the right name of the sub-denomination, you say it would be Salt- 
field? — Yes. _ _ 

5501. Beamish.] You know that positively ? les. 

5502. Do you know tlie parties?—! know that it used to be called Salt- 

5503. Would not the denomination of Thresherstown be sufficient to find out 
the parties?— It is a great distance off. 

5504. Would not Thresherstown be a sufficient clue for persons to hnd out 
where they were ?— They might inquire at Thresherstown, and the people at 
Thresherstown might say that there were no such persons living at Threshers- 
town, but that they knew the names of such persons at Saltfield. 

5505. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ Do you mean to say that there is a consider- 
able space between Thresherstown and Saltfield ? — There is. 

5506. What distance would a man have to walk to go from one to the other ? 
— He would have to walk about a mile and a half. 

5507. Are there also persons upon the register whom you know to be inhabi- 
tants of the denomination of Farrenastig, who register out of Gurteenastooka ?— 
Yes. 

5508. Mr. Beajjnhkl Is not that well known ?— It is just the same as the last. 

,5509. And it would be a sufficient guide to persons wishing to ascertain the 

residence ? — I will not say a sufficient guide, but it would be equally as good as 



the others. 

5510. Mr. Serjeant Jac&om] Are there other denominations given as the 
residences of persons whom you know to reside upon Farrenastig?— Yes ; there is 
Dromenard. 

5511. Besides the instances you have mentioned of persons residing upon 
Farrenastig, are there other persons upon the register whom you know to be 
residing upon otlier denominations who register out of different names ? — Yes, 
there are. 

5512. Do you consider that that creates difficulty and perplexity to persons 
that might want to find out the individuals, and want to check the registry r 

I think it does. 

5513. Suppose that a person was not so familiar as you are with both the lands 
and the people, would not he have considerable difficulty in finding them out r 

I think so ; particularly with the lands of Coolymorroughue. There are some 
registered out of Coolymorroughue ; there are others out of Leemount ; and 
1 find there is another man mentioned at Leemount, who lives at Shankeele, 
which is at a great distance. 

5514. Mx. Beamish^ You have given several sub-denominations on Farren- 

astig ; may not those other names attached to parties who registered in 1832 be 
pretty well known amongst the farmers in the district, although you have them 
not on your books ? — They may. _ _ • • 1, 

5515. So -that they may have been a sufficient guide to partip going to the 
district ? — Yes, if the persons were anxious to give them information. ^ 

5516. You think that if the parties were not willing to give them information 
they might find it difficult ?— They might find it very difficult to find the 
parties. 

5517. Mr. Serjeant /ac^5on.] Looking at the difficulties which surround the 
business of checking the qualification of persons that come to register, would you 
recommend as an improvement in the state of the law and practice, that there 
should be lists made out before the time of registering, not only alphabetically 
according to the names of the parties applying, but also giving the parishes in 
which they live ? — Yes, or the ploughlands. 

7518. Mr. Beamish^ Would not the ploughland be sufficient without the 

parish ? — 
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nf ® Ifge ploiigliland, I would give the name 

Yo! Ih the name of the ploughland; for example, suppose it was Upper 

hIsSevue ” Glanmtre-road, or the name of the place ; suppose 

name of the place at which he resided, the 
mS, ™d th P'““SUan‘l m wlimh that place is situated, and the name of the 
mam road that passed along r-Either the main road or the name of the place, 
but in every instance the name of the ploughland ^ 

the *adc Out and published, arranging 

he parties according to the alphabetical order of their name and their house, and 
likewise specifying all those particulars which you have mentioned ?— I think it 
would facilitate the investigation very much. 

5521. And when the people came to register, it would facilitate the parties 

who came to check the registry before the barrister ? Yes. 

■ with regard to the election ; when they came to divide the parties 

m booths, you would of course recommend having an adequate number of booths, 

SO as to enable the whole constituency to be polled ? Yes. 

5523- Would you likewise recommend that the parties should be divided into 
booths not only accord^^^^^ letter of their names, but according to the 
distnct m which they lived ?— Yes, I think so, for the purpose of checking the 

s^^ands, men who live in opposite extremities of the 
liberties go into the same booth to vote ?— Yes. 

booth^?~Tiiey^ do^^^' living the most remotely asunder go to vote at the same 

_ 5526. That must of course aggravate the expense and difficulty of checkinff 
che T^t'' preventing personation very much ?— It is very difficult to 

produce a list which purports to be a list of the names of the 

different ploughlands in the north and in the south liberties respectively ^ Yes 

and the number of acres, without the decimal parts. ’ ' ’ 

[The Witness delivered in the same.'] 

5528. Mr. Beamish.'] Those lands have sub-denominations? — Some of them 
have sub-denominations. 
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Jovis, 8® die Martii, 1838. 



MEMBERS PRESENT. 

Mr. Litton. 

Mr. Lucas. 

Lord Granville Somerset. 
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Mr. Beamish. 

Mr. F. French. 

Mr. Serjeant Jackson. 
Mr. Lef'roy. 



Mr. Benjamin Deebk, called in ; and further E.xamined. 

Jacltson.'] IN the course of your examination yesterdat 
you specified several causes that tended to create difficulty in the way^of scruti 

S'cfrk” and of persons who claimed to be voters in the cif 

ot Cork, and you were examined a little as to what might occur to you to b 

cultv'in tiie^wa ‘end to crjate diffi 

letta-^°in^b7''™^/‘’’ ‘J'*; C-i hew “any are there beginning with thal 
Wry 183?. »f Cork ?-There are 715 up to tlie 3d ol 

5.53 >• (To Mr. Colburn.) You iiave tlie register before you; what number do 

you 
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YOU find to be upon the register, the initial letter of whose name is the letter C. ? 
—Seven hundred and fifty-one up to the 31st of January 1838. 

5532. (To Mr. DeebU:) With respect to the letter M., how many do you 

find? — About 768 up to the same period, the 2d of January 1837. 

5533- (To Mr. Colburn:) What number do you find r— Eight hundred and 

twenty-eight up to the 1st of January 1838. . , , , . 

5534. Can you furnish this Committee with a list of the numbers 01 names, 
the initial letter of which belongs to each letter of the alphabet ? I can. 

[The Witness delivered in the same, which is as follows :] 

A Statement of the Number of the respective Initial Letters of the Names of Voters, of 



8c8 

143 

276 

163 

9 

287 

■497 

^31 

10 

14 

293 

8 



January i%8. 
A. - 






- 154 


M. - 




_ 




. 


- 


B. - 


- 


- 


- 521 


N. - 


- 




■ 


' 


■ 


C. - 


- 


- 


- 761 


0. - 


- 


- 


“ 


■ 


" 


D. ■ 


- 


- 


- 38a 


P. - 


- 


" 


" 


■ 


“ 


E. - 


- 




- 74 


Q. - 


- 


- 


“ 


" 


■ 


F. - - - 


- 


- 


- 262 


H. - 


- 


- 




■ 


■ 


G. - 


- 


- 


- 177 


S. - 


- 


- 


" 


■ 


■ 


H. - 


- 


- 


- 521 


T. - 


- 




" 


" 


“ 


I. - - - 


- 


- 


10 


U. - 


- 


- 


“ 


" 


■ 


J. - - 


- 


- 


■ 79 


V. - 


- 


- 


- 


■ 


" 


K. - 


- 


- 


- 188 


w. - 


- 


- 


- 


■ 


■ 


L. - 


- 


- 


- 315 


Y. - 


" 


■ 


■ 







6,093 



8 March 1838. 

5535- (To Mr. Deehle.) Have you examined the register with a view to ascer- 
tain how many persons there are whose names are the same ; for example, how 
many persons are there upon the registry of the name of Murphy ? — There are 
nearly 200, up to the 2d of January 1837. 

5536. Have you examined how many there are of the name of Macarthy t 

Yes; nearly 100. „ , . , 7 * 

5537. There are likewise a great many other names of which there are a great 
many persons upon the register ? — There are. 

5538. Of course there being those numbers of certain names, there must be a 

great many of those persons who have the same Christian name as well as the 
same surname ? — There are. . j • i 1 

5539. Does that tend very much to perplex those who are interested in check- 

ing and ascertaining the identity of the person presenting himself to vote, and 
his bondjide amount of qualification ? — I think it would ; it would embarrass them 
very much. . * 

5540. And would render the more necessary some of those arrangements that 
you alluded to in the latter part of your evidence yesterday ? — Exactly ; it was 
with a view to simplify it that I mentioned that the name of the ploughland or 
district should be attached to the name. 

5541. Without some such circumstances to fix the identity of the individual, 
is not it almost impossible to check it ? — It is very difiicult in a short space of time. 

5542. Is there any difference between the description of population who inhabit 

out in the rural districts in the liberties, and those who are inhabitants within 
the suburbs and the city of Cork, properly so called ?— They follow different 
employments ; those that are outside are mostly farmers, and those that are 
within are generally traders of one kind or another, and gentlemen and proies- 
sional men. ... i- 

.5543. Are those persons, generally speaking, who inhabit the country dis- 
tricts which are called the county of the city of Cork, that is outside the suburbs, 
and within the liberties, of the same description of persons for the most part as 
those who inhabit in the county of Cork at large? — They arc very much the 
same ; I may almost say, exactly the same. ^ r • i u f 

5544. A great many of them who speak Irish only : — They speak Irish ; bu 
the generality of them can speak English ; there are not a great many who cannot 
speak English. 
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5545- Are there some ? — There are. 

.5546. In that respect they are like the people outside the liberties ?— Yes ; but ' 

you hud very lew in the adjacent parts of the county to the city that do not 8 March 1838. 
English ’ * farmer in the comity that does not speak 

5547- Are you aware whether or not any steps were taken for the purpose of 
drawing a Ime round Cork, which would distinguish that portion of the population 
winch would properly belong to the town, the urban population, from the rural 
or county population ? — There were. 

554^- When was that done r — I think it was about this time two years. 

5_549- Who was over upon that business ? — I think the gentleman’s name was 
hflajor Bryant ; he represented himself to be a Government engineer; he came 
witli Mr. Percy, the chief of police, and represented himself to me to be a Govern- 
ment engineer, sent over for the purpose of dividing the urban from the agrarian 
population as well as he could, and begged I would assist him. 

5559* came to you, it being known that you were a person very conver- 
sant with the country round about Cork, and likewise with the population inha- 
biting about Cork ? — He stated so to me. 

5551' Did you accompany him, or give him any assistance in the work that 
he came about ?— I did not accompany him ; I gave him information in my 
own room. I was very ill with a cold at the time, and I offered to go ^vith him; 
but iie said if he found any difficulty he would call again, and when he lined the 
map he would show it to me before he finished it. 

.5552- When he had the trace or outline perfected, he would show it to you? 

— Yes. ^ 

. .5553-. You in your chamber, not being well at the time, afforded him such 
information as he required from your means of knowledge?— Yes, I gave him 
some high points that he could see from where he could have the best view. 

.55.54. Do you know whether he proceeded in that work ?— He did ; but he did 
not call upon me, or show me the tracing in Cork. 

, 5555- Did you afterwards see any map that had been made upon that occa- 
sion, the result of those investigations ? — Yes ; I came over here to look after it, 
and I saw it after calling at some offices ; he had left London when I got here ; 

I was told he was gone to Dublin, but I went through some of the offices here ; 

^ gentleman showed it me in The Speaker’s old parlour in the House 
of Commons. 

5556. When was it you saw that document?— I think it was about Anril or 

May 1836. ^ 

5557. It was then amongst public documents and papers in The Speaker’s 
House ? — I suppose so ; it was a gentleman in the office that showed it to me. 

. 5558- Chairinan:\ One of the clerks of the House of Commons? — A person 
that was in The Speaker’s old parlour. 

.5.559- Serjeant JacksonP^ Was there some Committee sitting there? — No, 
there was not ; I went to inquire. 

5560. And this gentleman produced it to you ?— He did. He said that I was 
not entitled to see it till after the Boundary Bill was printed ; and I was leaving 
London at that time, and I wished to see it, so as to give some instruction, for I 
conceived that the boundaries were not defined properly. 

5561. Did you find that the boundaries were traced upon that map? — There 
were boundaries traced upon it. 

5562. Did those boundaries agree with the limits of the county of the city of 
Cork as it now stands? — In parts they did, and in parts they did not. 

556.3. Did the line there laid down agree at all with the line of the suburbs ? 

— It did in parts, but it was extended in other parts. 

. 5564. Was it a more uniform circle around the city of Cork than is afforded 
either by the circle of the liberties, or the circle of the suburbs ? — Neither of 
those are circles, nor v^as tliat more uniform than the present ; it was rather 
less so. 

. 5565. Wore the remote points of the line so distant from the centre of the 
city of Cork as the remote points of the liberties? — Not near so remote as the 
liberties. 

5566. Were the near points at all so near to the centre of Cork as the nearest 
points of the suburbs ? — Yes, the nearest parts of ome were. 

0.46. kk 3 5567. Generally 
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5567. Generally Speaking were they ?— Generally speakin'g they were; but 
particular parts of it were more extended. 

5568. The area comprehended within the line was considerably less than the 
40,000 acres which are contained within the liberties ? — Yes, considerably less ; 

I believe the extreme point did not extend a mile and a half. Silver Spring, on 
the Glanmire-road, was the extreme point on that side, which is about two 
English miles. 

5569. Was that such a line as you would think a fair line to draw for the pur- 
pose of distinguishing between the rural and the urban population ? — In that 
point I think it was ; but it crossed the river, and it skirted just high-water 
mark; it did not go up to Ballintemple ; it took in all the Slab, as it is 
called. 

5570. The question is, whether, according to your judgment, that line, which 
was so drawn, fairly divided the mral population from the urban population? — 
I do not think it did. 

5571. In what respect did it fail to do so? — There was another point that 
I think was circumscribed, at the north side of the city. 

5572. You think there was a part excluded from the city which ought to have 
been included ? — Yes. 

5573 - Was there any included which ought not to have been included ? — I 
cannot say that there was. 

5574. Then your idea was, that so far as regarded the included space, it was 
right, but that it left out some which ought to have been included ? — I think so. 

5575. Mr. Beamisli.'l Did you come expressly to London for the purpose of 
seeing this map ? — That, and something else ; 1 had a little business besides. 

5576. V^ere you requested to come over to look after that mapping by any 
person ?■ — No. 

2^77. It was your ov’n wish to comer — It w'as my ow'u; I w'ished to see it 
particularly ; I thought there was a little manoeuvring about it. 

5578. And you thought that you might check it? — Yes, I thought I might 
help do so. I will say what I thought ; I thought the distillery was left out, 
which ought to have been included. 

5579 * Were there any other parties who could have given evidence relative to 
the boundai-y ? — I dare say there were. 

5580. Did you hear of any persons being examined i*elative to i t ? — ^No, I did 
not. I did not give evidence upon it ; I was only called upon by the engineer. 

5581 . Did you hear of his waiting upon any other persons to obtain evidence 
as to the boundaries?—! heard that he was with some other persons, but I do 
not know -whether it was to ascertain the boundaries ; but when I saw it was 
excluded, I thought there w^as something not quite right. 

5582. What do you mean was excluded? — The distillery. 

5383. What distillery? — Mr. Callaghan’s or Mr. Hayes’s distillery. That 
was left in a little nook. 

3584. But you did not see that that was excluded till you came to London ? — 
I thought it was doubtful ; I think that the line should be outside to make it a 
right line ; for the Government engineer said that his object was, as nearly as he 
could, to make right lines from point to point. 

5585. Did you ascertain that that distillery had been left out before you 
arrived in London? — No, I did not; but I suspected that it was. 

5586. What led you to suspect it?— I said before, that I heard_ that tliis 
engineer was speaking with parties ; and his not calling upon me again to show 
me the tracing; I do not mean to impute anything to him, but it was the 
impression .upon my o-vm mind. 

.5587. From hearing that he had spoken with certain parties in Cork, and his 
not returning to you again to show you the tracing, you apprehended that he had 
been induced to make his line of demarcation inside this distillery? — I thought 
so ; it gives a gi*eat advantage to the distillery, for it excludes it from the city- 
rate ; and also, they can purchase corn outside, free of toll, which other distilleries 
have not the advantage of doing. 

,5588. Was' not tliis distillery at all times outside the suburbs? — It was, but 
unfairly excluded, as a great many thought, in the same way. 

5589. Has it ever been included? — No; but I believe the proprietors of the 
distillery at the time, pointed out the line for the map ; not the present pro- 
prietors. 

5590. You 
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heaKUt °™ knowledge?— I do not, but I 

With respect to the houses that are inhabited 
by that urban population ; what would you say might be about the value of the 
a^rarT: '«* another, generally speaking, that are inhabited by the 

agrarian population, who register as 10?, householders ?— They are m^tlv 
thatched houses; perhaps the average might be 2 ?, los,; some o^fthem might 
be worth 3 /., and some of them more. ® 

thfn V not many of them worth considerably more 

I dwelling part o1 if' ■ 

5593 - But including the farm-buildings, what would be the average?— T 
cannot say that ; some had good buildings and some bad, 

5594 - You have never turned your attention to make any calculation of what 
that average would be ?— No ; I was asked to look at two or three ploughlands 
to anange the valuation or applotmeut, and that is the reason I^yliat the 

buildings, a very good range of them, which were valued at 5?, altogether. 

Mr, Henry Barry, called in ; and Examined, 

5595 - Chairman:] ARE you a resident of the city of Cork =— No- iust now 

I reside within eight miles of it, -'o, just now 

5596- Where do you reside ?— At Barry’s Lodge ; I am a farmer 

5597 - Have you ever acted officially in the city of Cork in any way or within 

ffie bounds of the borough ?-Not exactly officiafly ; I have donLomXng that 
Mr, Callaghan requested me to do subsequent to the election of 1835, ® 

559 - What was it that Mr, Callaghan, the Member, requested you to do ? 

I went round to a great number of the 10?, rate-payers to ascertain, in the event 
of a scrutmy, if they were of value, and if the rates were paid 

lei^and f ® J^^ary 

i« 35 , and It was immediately subsequent to the election. ^ 

5600. Mr, Beamish:] Have you seen the lists of persons returned by Mr, Lane 
as not appeann^g upon the rates at all, and some appearing valued under 10? 
and who have been registered as voters for the city of Lrk ?1-Yes ’ 

5b0l, Did you visit any of their houses r— I did, 

yo2. Can you state to the Committee whether any of those returned by 
Mr, Lane, and also by Mr, Young, have the value of 10?, ? — They have ^ 
strfeVtfes Buckley, cooper, GreatBritain- 

at tlwlmpT premises?— I ascertained fclly sufficient 

at the time to enable me to set down in this book, by initial letters, i4ether the 

thTZ I n ‘m «>‘gible to vote for 

the Mmibers, and to Buckley s name I have set down “ S,” which means that it 
was sufficient to satisfy me at the time ; therefore he was of value, 
levl 1 manner did you ascertain the value of John Buck- 

ey s house ?-I ascertained to the best of my knowledge at the time, by applying 

Le thatX t 1 f f ^ ^sufficiently satisfied myself af the 

time that the tenement was of the value of 10^. 

t„ofhfr''''“‘lX'’!‘‘ Buckley pay ?-That I cannot tell at present ; I 
took It irom a day-book and posted it into tins book, which I did at the time tn 
give evidence before the Committee. 

5607. ■\^'ere you examined before the Committee? — I was. 

5608. With regard to_ John Buckley ?— I do not know as to John Buckley, but 

as to any names they might choose to call upon me for ^ 

JotaZcUeyf!?CpiSly'“"^ “f case of 

^^^610. Are you sure that you saw him when you visited his house?— I cannot 

t. Do you know the man?^ — No, I should suppose not. 
or n.l?' cannot say whether your information was derived from him 

oH ^ ’ f ^ reference to my book, which gave me the 

valuT*^^^^ stating at the time, before the Committee, that it was of sufficient 

^ ^ 4 5613. Are 
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sir. Hennj Barry. 5613, Are you able iiow to put this Committee in possession of any of the 

' grounds which formed the foundation of your judgment at the time?— No, 

8 March 1838. I am not. 

5614. You are not able to state whether, in this instance, you derived your 

information from conversation with the individual himself, or^ from seeing his 
lease, or from seeing vouchers, or whether you derived your information from 
other persons ? — I cannot tell at present. _ _ r i • - 

5615. All you can say is, that you formed that opinion yourself at the time: 
— Yes, which perfectly satisfied iiiy mind to come before the Committee. ^ 

5616. You were a good deal in the interest of those who were the petitioners 
at that time?— Mr. Callaghan is a particular friend of mine, and therefore 
I volunteered to do this for him, in the event of a scrutiny. 

5617. You are verj'^ zealous in his cause ? — Yes. 

5618. Had you taken a very active part in the election on his behali, and that 
of his colleague ? — It may be considered active. 

5619. You espoused his cause very warmly ? — Yes. 

5620. Chairman.] You took all this pains merely on account of friendship for 

Mr. Callaghan, and not for reward of any sort?— For friendship to Mr. Calla- 
ghan ; not for reward of any kind. j I - 

5621. Mr. Serjeant Jack$on 7 \ ^yhen were you summoned to attend tins Com- 
mittee ? — It was about a fortnight previous to the 7th of last month ; my warrant 
was to be here upon the 7th. 

5622. Mr. Beamish:] Did not you receive your summons at the same period 
that Mr. Meagher received his ? — I did. 

5623. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Did you, upon getting your summons, proceed 
to acquire information which should enable you to satisfy the Committee as to 
each individual case ? — I did. 

5624. You did not visit this man ? — Not this man. 

5625. But you visited others r— I did, in company with Mr. Gould and Mr. 
Meagher. 

5626. Did they accompany you to all the places that you went to inspect ? 

I was only two days ; and I got a very violent cold, and I w'as obliged to take 
to my bed then. 

5627. But in all the cases you have visited you were accompanied by Mr. 
Meagher and Mr. Gould ?— In the few cases I did visit I was accompanied hy 
them. 

5628. You were prevented from doing more by reason of a severe cold that 

you caught? — ^Yes. _ _ _ , r • 1 i 

5629. And that accounts for your not being now in a position to furnish the 
Committee with the data upon which you formed your judgment: — Yes. 

5630. Mr. Beamish.'] Those houses of the persons whose names you have in 
that book you visited in 1835 ? — Yes. 

563 1 . And you took every possible pains to ascertain the value .' — As nimutel}'^ 
as I possibly could. 

5632. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] What length of time did you, at that period, 
devote to the collecting of information? — I think it was nearly two months. 

2633. Were you occupied every day in the two months? — There may have 
been a day or tivo intervening, but it occupied me nearly two months ; I do noi 
know exactly the time between the election and the petition ; but I think it occu- 
pied me nearly two months. _ • -> t r i 

5634. Did you forego your owni particular interest for that period? — I did. 

5635. Did you employ the whole of each day upon this? — I suppose about 
five or six or seven hours some days. 

5636. One day with another? — I think it occupied one day wdtli another six 
hours per day. It must have been so, for the country is of great extent. 

5637. What number of persons did you visit during that period? — In my 

book it is stated 1,094. 1 visited all the houses in the city. In the suburbs I 

did not visit each of the tenements. 

5638. In the city you visited all? — All the names I have down. 

5639. But in the district outside the city you did not visit all the houses 

There were some holdings that I did not think it necessary to visit, because, i 
was so sure of the value not being questioned. _ 

5640. You went to houses that you thought were likely to be impeached r— 
Yes ; and those that I did not visit in the suburbs I had their receipts brougiit 
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rateaffoTvatr for 

“f ^ “f ‘i“ -- of Ttaas 

ti"la'™“'*"“P"=*''’“‘° day-book I had'tll\J;::e%r 

beiSfont Itr to "-^f 

S *0 pot do™ particuL^:t ^Siato 

Sr? yo“ pay any rates at that time?— I did 
xeJsttL ‘ """ "'“" “o‘ of “ office and stores that 1 

5650. Can you state to the Committee what you were valued it In tTi^. r.v 

“«-»?*"•■ ^ “ - *”" '>•■ " "■ kt. .%Lt 3 

5052. When were your premises rated ?-I do not know 
foe"d?3;1ind lem “P“ '“‘OS, because I hare nerer inte?- 

wig ‘ O' 

differStparteofcorU^ltoLTyiTffiat^^ P/“fo‘y»’‘ho 

&SRo.?l=S-HHi“3^ 

sS^-JsrSir^^^ 

Co?k?-No‘'‘ of that description in the city of 

tumty to ascertain more minutely the local state of the house “ f’^'”'" 

valfe'o'f ImtresrtS “ taTy "PO“.‘'>o.sabject of the 

»ade on behalf of Mr. ^lalL^lt’ 

efifn wr*”' --f* ^fengthened my opinioi ^ ‘o'* louiseli com- 

gaLUrc'XgC?“S^S^^^^^ f'ou began this inyesti- 

50O1. lou stated that you neither had nmnf>vHr n/M. i a 

Scf, 

.5003. What were those r— from my general knowledo-e and nercention tliat 
I could ascertain the yalue of those. owmUoO ana perception that 

““““ ^*“owledge and perception ; by what process ? 

^ ^ — iVot 
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Mr. Henri Barry. -|jy particular process ; by my intellect, as far as I could go, and my 

8 March 1838. the value of houses and premises very much the same in different 

locdities in the city of Cork?— I should think they differ very much as to 

5666. Had you been able to make inquiry as to the effect of different localities 
upon the value of different tenements before you began that investigation r Not 
immediately before ; because I went upon my o^vn acquirements, such as tipy were. 

5667. But before you began that investigation you felt youi-selt tully equal to 
set a value, or at least an approximating v^ue, upon most houses and premises 
in the city of Cork ? — I did. 

5668. From experience ? — Not from experience. 

5669. But merely from general po\ver of reasoning ?~From general power ot 

^ ^^70. Your line of business was more connected with shipping than with 

anything else 1 — It was. „ mi ^ ..i. • 

5671 Have you lived all your life in the country?— The greater part in the 

5672! How long had you lived in Cork before you began this investigation ?— 

I suppose about twelve years. , 

56"^ Had you been much connected during that time with transactions re- 
lating to the value of houses and tenements ?— Not particularly relating to that ; 
it w£ my owm general knowledge that I acted upon in the first instance. 

^674. Had you any knowledge of what it would cost to build a house, say 
of the value of 10 I a year, in different parts of the city of Cork ?— I think I may 

make a rough guess. „ , , i r 2.1 

5675. Did you make a rough guess, as part of your knowledge, tor the pui- 
pose of this investigation? — I did not go into figures. , 

5676. In what way did you proceed to set a value upon a house or tenement / 

— i have mentioned before, from general knowledge. _ 

f{677 You went into no particulars? — I went into no particulars. 

^678. You never thought, either of what the value of the ground was upon 
which the house stood, nor what the cost of the building of the house might 

“be r In my mind, I should calculate those to ascertain the value. . ^ 

5679. But as you never went into figures, how could you form a calculationr 

tfiSa^Yoii went mentally into figures, but not with pen and ink?— Yes, in 

^ "Will you state the foundation of those mental calculations?— I took the 

ground that the building may occupy, and the value of that ground, and the 
appearance of the house, and the accommodation inside, and the situation, which 

varies very much in Cork. . , , . r j ( 

56S2. In taking the value of the ground, you considered one spot ot ground j 

more valuable than another?— Decidedly. i w i I 

568^ And you felt yourself competent to state what were the relative values I 
5 T' spots of KTOund for 'buTlirmg upon in different parts of Cork ?— Yes, 

s 684 Havino- mentally laid that down, did you take it by the foot in front and 
the space backwards ?— I never went into measurement, it was from mere common 

observation. ,, , . , ,t 

icdS'i In the same way vou proceeded mentally to ascertain what the expense 
of Lilding snob a bouse m'ight be r-Naturally that would lead to a conclusion. 
i;d86. But you had not been much conversant with building matters r— JNo. 

5687. About how much did you considerthat the expense of building a house, 

value 1 0 ?. a year, would be r — I suppose about 40 /. „ , , 

5688. That, you conceive, would be the average expense of building a house, 
value 10/. a yei, in the city of Cork ?— I should think it ^youlcl do it. 

5680. What number of rooms should you generally consider necessary to raise 
a house to that value?— If the district were mentioned, I could better state that, 
because it varies with the situation. 

s6qo. Take Great Britain-street ?— I suppose two rooms up, or three rooms up, 
and two below, with a yard attached to it, would give the value in Great Britam- 

But you never ascertained, either mentally or otherwise, what was the 
principle npoii which the valuators, either in 1828 or 1833 , proceeded to set^the 
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rate of value upon those houses for the immicipal taxation ?— I do not know any- 
thing about what the rate-valuators did. ’ ^ 

5692. And you never thought of looking at the rate-book to see what the 
parties appeared rated at ? — I did not. 

5693. It was no assistance to you in the valuation? — No. 

5694. Mr. Beamishr\ In examining those premises, did you inquire the rents 
paid by the parties at the time ymu went round ? — I did. 

5695. Was it from ascertaining the rents paid, or from your opinion of the 
appearance of the premises, or both combined, that you were satisfied as to the 
value of the premises ’—As I mentioned before, both combined ; as I went round I 
ascertained most minutely, to satisfy my mind as to the evidence that I should be 
obliged to give, in the event of a scrutiny. 

5696. Mr. Serjeant / m^sob.] You have been 12 years living in Cork’— 
Thereabouts. 

5697. During that time your attention was directed to ship-brokerin"- ? More 

particularly to ship-brokering ; that was my calling. * 

5698. Before you had come to reside in the city of Cork, you say you had been 
residing m the country ?— In my boyish days I was there occasionally, and at 
school. 

5699. Did you at once embark in business? — No; I served my time to my 

brother. ^ 

5700. What business is he ? — A ship-broker. 

5701. And when you were out of your time you devoted yourself to the 
same business? — Yes. 

5702. When did you leave the city of Cork?— I got out of business in 1835, 
I think it was. 

5703. At the very period of the election r— No, it was after : I think it was in 
May 1835. 

5704. And then you retired to the country ? — Yes. 

5705. How far from Cork is Barry’s Lodge ? — About eight miles. 

5706. And you have been applying yourself to country occupations since ? 

Farming, and being concerned in the purchase of com. 

5707. But at neither period was your attention at all directed to the particular 
subject-matter of the valuation of buildings, or the expense of erecting edifices' 
— Not particularly so ; not more than by general observation. 

5708. You had notliing to do with commission business in the purchase and 
sale of houses ? — Nothing. 

5709. Mr. Beamish 7 \ Did you visit the premises of John Murphy of Fair- 

lane?— I did. ^ 

5710. Did you ascertain the rent he paid ?— I have got that set dovm here at 
Ql. ground-rent, and it must have been 6 1 . Irish. 

571 1 . Do you know what he was valued at, or whether he was valued in the 
rate-books ?— I have a reference here that his rate-receipt was produced to me. 

_ 57^2. Mr. Serjeant Jachson.~\ Have you a recollection with regard to that 
indmdual,_ of having seen his rate-receipt ?— No ; but I have marked down 
K. P., receipt produced. 

, 5713- Mr. .BraraisA.] Was that a receipt for his rate, or for his rent ?— For 
his rates i I know that I satisfied myself as to the value, by my having put 

5714. Was the receipt produced for rent, or for rates’ — Ferrates not for 
rent. ’ 

57’ 5- Did jmu see the receipt for his rent, or how did you ascertain the rent 
he paid ?— I have it set down here. Cl. Irish, that is 5l. lOs. 9 d. British for 
the ground-rent. ’ 

5716. Mr. Serjeant Jacksoii.] If you were apprised that this person, John 
Murphy, of Fair-lane, had been valued in 1833, and that he appealed from the 
valuation, and was struck out, his appeal being allowed, and that he was excused 
jrom rating in consequence of his premises not being of 5 1 value ; would that 
lead you to doubt whether you might not have made a mistake in the initials 
you have put down there?— It would not. 

5717' -^1‘e you not aware that if a party appealed from the rating, and was" 
struck out by the grand jury, he would not be liable ?— I have only given the 
evidence that I ascertained at the time. 

^•46. L L 2 5718. You 
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5718. You say this was in 1835 ; now the valuation was in 1833 ; his appeal 
was also in 1833 , and his appeal was allowed, and he was excused from rating? 
— I do not know, but he produced his rate-receipt to me ; Mr. George Garde’s 
receipt ; he was then the collector. 

5719. Are there more persons of that name in Fair-lane ? — I do not know, 
but this man voted in 1835 for the Liberal interest. 

5720. (To Mr. Colburn.) Are there tw'o John Murphy’s upon the register? — 
Here is John Murphy, a carpenter. 

5721. (To Mr. Barry.) Is the man about whom you are giving evidence a 
carpenter? — Yes, he is set down here “ carpenter.” 

5722. Mr. Serjeant /acison.] Would it not strike you as a strange thing, that 
a man should pay rates and produce a receipt for the rates, if, in truth, he was 
excused from paying rates by reason of his premises not being of that value ? — It 
would be rather curious. 

5723. Would it not be calculated to produce some suspicion in one’s mind, 
that tlie man must have produced something that was not a genuine receipt ? — 
He could not well deceive me in that, because I minutely looked at the receipt. 

5724. Do you know the man ?— I cannot say that I know him now. 

5725. Did you know him then? — I must have called there; I cannot say 
whether he appeared to me, or whether the receipt was produced by some person 
in his house. 

5726. Can you state what was the tenor of the receipt that you saw ? — No, I 
cannot. 

5727. Can you state how it described the premises? — No, I cannot say posi- 
tively how the receipt was, because I had a great many of them at the time. 

5728. Can you undertake to say positively that the document produced to you 
was a genuine receipt for rates, paid by John Murphy, Fair-lane, out of the pre- 
mises in Fair-lane ? — It purported to be. 

5729. You cannot speak as to the genuineness of it? — No; Mr. Garde’s name 
must have been to it. 

5730. Mr. Beamish.^ Were you acquainted with Mr. Garde’s handwriting ?— 
I was. 

5731. Mr. Serjeant Jaclison.'] Do you recollect that Mr. Garde’s name was to 
the document ? — It must have been. 

5732. Are you now prepared to state positively that the name of Mr. Garde 
was to the document you saw ? — To the best of my knowledge it was. 

5733. But you are not certain ? — I have not it before me. 

5734. Have you now a recollection of having seen the name of Mi*. Garde to 
the document produced to you by John Murphy? — It must have been, or I 
would not have set it down. 

5735. Have you that impression upon your mind, that fixed recollection upon 
your mind, which enables you to state, from memory, that you saw it ? — Not 
from memory, but from the book. 

5736. Then the only ground that you have is from the R. P. in the book ? — That 
is the ground upon which I can conscientiously say that I have seen the receipt. 

5737. But two things are possible ; first, that a document may have been 
produced to you which was not genuine ; and secondly, that a document may 
have been produced to you w'hich did not relate to those premises r — It was not 
probable that they would produce a document to me that was not genuine, 
because they had nothing to gain by it. 

5738. Is not it possible that a document might have been produced to you 
which was -not the genuine receipt of Mr. Garde, and also that, even if a 
genuine document was produced, it might have I’elated to other premises? — ■ 
It is possible, but not probable. 

5739. Mr. Beamish.'] You said that you were acquainted with Mr. Garde’s 
handwriting? — Perfectly acquainted with it, because I had an immense roll of 
receipts to produce to the Committee for trying the Cork petition case. 

5740. Mr. Serjeant Jachon.] You know Mr. Lane, the treasurer, very well? 
— Very well. 

5741. He is a very accurate man in business? — I should think so; I have no 
particular business to transact with him ; but, from my knowledge of his charac- 
ter, I should think he was. 

5742. A 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



SELECT COMMITTEE ON PICTITIOUS VOTES, IRELAND. 261 

DecWedly^ of considerable experience, and a man ofliigb character?— 

be poison was not subject to rating; that 

from rtef “ suppleinenta^ Yalnation in 1833 ; that he ap^pealed 

fr om that , that his case was investigated by the grand jury ; that the grand jury 
allowed his appeal being satished that his premises were not worth « I ■ would 
that produce any doubt m your mind as to the possibility of your being deceived 
by what passed between yon and the person whom you saw?LAs to the possibi- 
lity there may be a doubt, but not the probability, because I had other instances 
of the same. There was a Speaker s rvarrant to view the different books ■ and I 
found, m some instances, that there was a little discrepancy between the’collec- 
tor s books and the evidence that I produced at the time. 

5744. Did you ever know an instance in which a man was excused from rates 
and so appeared in the treasurer’s book, and yet that man paid rates Not to 
my own knowledge ; I have heard a little hearsay about it 

mim.fl' ^7 of it?-No; I had no occasion to go 

minutely into those things at the time. ^ 

■ y?:, -B™*-] Did you visit the house of William Riordan, Bishop- 
Street . I did ; and the rate-receipt was produced. ^ 

district?— I think it was; but I am not 
very positive of that. am uut, 

5748- Ai'e you satisfied that you saw the rate-receipt?— I have set it down 
here, which gives me every reason to satisfy myself upon it. 
it down ascertain the rent he paid? -It does not appear that I have set . 

5750. Chairman.] Do persons of that class pay their rates in Cork very easily ? 
-I have no knowledge of that. As I stated before, I have no particuli kuowl 
ledge of how they pay their rates in any way. ^ 

Have you the recollection now present to your 
mind of having visited this man ?— No more recollection than I have with respect 
to the Iasi man I was asked about. ^ 

book ?— nothing but what you derive from looking at your 
5753* You do not know the man? — No. 

his’^hSset— 'N o”'* recollect whom you saw when you called at 

575.5- Have you now any recollection of the receipt you saw ? — I have per- 
fectly in my recollection that the rate-receipt must have been produced to me^ 

5/56. Have you any recollection of the receipt?— From what is set down in 

my nook. 

5757* Independently of the book, you have no recollection ? — No. 

57y. With rrapectto this man, is not it a very curious thing that he is like- 
^ in 1833, as a person who 

appealed upon the ground of his premises not being worth 5 ?. a year, and that 

f V “P™ investigation, and that he was 

uever lated or charged afterwards? — I cannot speak for that. 

5759- Does not that strike you as a very extraordinary tiring that you should 
Tl” y°" f“' *6 Painnent of rates by a man never subject 

‘ n'® “• disarrangement in the mode of collectfog. 

5/00. Mr. Garde is dead? — He is. ® 

5761 - About a year ago ? — I do not know what time. 

5762. You see that one thing is quite clear, that there must be a mistake upon 
the one part or the other ?— Yes. 

pay ?5 no ™ ™fnn‘nrily that they are not bound to- 

5764. Must there not be a mistake on one part or the other; that either Mr 
Hane must be mistaken m saying that this man has been absolved from the rate 
or else that you must be under some mistake as to his having paid the rates?— 
-liiere must be some mistake as to one side or the other. 

liaving no more information at present to give to the 
th!"“"“u® fro™ looking at your book, and seeing R. P. put 

iuSn ■ ® 5'°“ Porsons from whom you derived your 

e hgence should have laboured under some mistake upon the subject, or that 

’ k L 3 
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the public officer, whose especial duty it is to be accurate upon this subject, should 
have made a mistake 1— I was particularly accurate in my inspection of the 
rate-receipts at the time, in order to enable me to give evidence betore the then 
sitting Committee. , , , , .a » 

5766. Withotit at all doubting that yoti took the best possible means that you 
could to satisfy your own conscience as to the facts you intended to depose to, 
yet nevertheless, considering how you were situated, and the sources from which 
your information must necessaiily have been derived, from persons of whom you 
had no previous knowledge, must it not be more likely that you should labour 
under a mistake upon such a subject as this than that a public officer, whose 
• special duty it was to be accurate upon this subject, and who had the means of 
referring to original documents upon this subject matter, should be under a mis- 
take? — 'It is rather strange that we should differ. i. i • -i i 

Particularly in two successive instances, which are both similarly cir- 
cumstanced. You have stated, with reference to both of them, that you were 
satisfied that the rates were paid, and the public officer states that both ot them 
were absolved from the payment of rates, pd that they have never paid rates 
since. Is not that very extraordinary ? — It is veiy strange. 

5768. Mr. Beamish'] Did you visit the house of John Hickenson, ot Uen- 

roche’s Cross?— I did. ~ i i *t rj 

5769. Did you ascertain the rent he paid?— It does not state here that i cua. 

5770. Did 5^11 ascertain whether he had paid rates? — He had paid rates. 

5771. Did you see his receipt? — I did. 

5772. Were you satisfied that he had value for 10 1 . ? — Yes. 

5773. Mr. Serjeant Jackson:] What was the amount of rate he paid ?— 1 did 

not usually set that down ; but it appears that in this instance I have it set doum; 
it is 1 /. 2 S. 7 J d n 7 

■ 5774. Wliose receipt was it ?— I do not know; it was the rate-collector s re- 
ceipt at that time. r, w t. t» j .1 

5775. Then all you know is, that you find tliere R. P.?— R. P. and the 

amount. . . . , , p ^ ^ i.r, 

5776. But you have no recollection of the individual, or of the document . 

The rate-receipt was produced to me by Mr. Richard Gould. 1 • 1 • 

5777. Then it was not at the house that you saw it?— h.o, I do not think it 

^'^5778- Where was it you saw it ?— I am not sure ; but by _his producing it to 
me it could not have been at the house, because he was not with me. 

577Q- \Yere you at the house yourself? — I was. 

5780. Then Mr. Gould showed you the receipt at some other time, and some 

other place ? — ^Y es. . , , . , • -it 

5781. Did he get possession of the receipt? — I think he -did; it was paid, 1 

believe, before the time of voting, to make him eligible to vote. , , r 

5782. "^o paid it ? — I do not know ; I suppose it was paid immediately before 

the election. i, 1 j 

5783. By whom do you suppose ? — I cannot say. Mr. Gould produced the 

receipt to me. • i i • i 

5784. Do you mean that it is your belief that the rate was paid tor him by 
some other person ? — IN^o, it is not. Mr. Gould was a very active man at that time, 
and I must have found that this man was rated, and that his receipt was not 
produced. I conclude that I asked him, and that he produced the receipt 

to me. . 2. 2.1 1 

5785. Have you an impression that rates were paid preparatory to tlie elec- 
tion for persons that had not paid the rates?— I believe there were rates paid 
for persons. There are instances here where persons went and brouglit 
their receipts to me for rates that had been paid immediately previous to then- 
voting. 

5786. What persons? — Different voters. 

5787. Who were the persons that paid for them? — I do not know, ilie re- 
ceipts that were produced to me by the votep themselves, appeared to me as • 
having been paid immediately previous to the time of voting. 

5788. You say that you believed the rates were paid for some persons that 
had not themselves paid the rates ? — 1 have nothing to make mebelieveit. 

5789. Then you do not believe it?— I rather think that they must have paid 



themselves. 



5790- 



With 
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5790. With their own money? — With their own money, of course. 

5791. And that the rates were not paid for them? — And that the rates were 
not paid for them, for what I know. 

5792. Chamnan, to Mr. Colburn^ In making out this statement, No. 4, 
headed “ A list of persons appearing upon the treasurer’s books as exempt from 
the rates not valued, and who voted at the elections of 1833, 1835 and 1837 did 
you communicate that list to Mr. Lane, after having made it out from Mr. Lane’s 
statements ? — I showed it to him. 

_5793- Did he sanction its accuracy? — Yes; I understood so. He gave me a 
printed list first, and then I had the names copied from that, and searched the 
poll-books, and ascertained the period when they voted. 

5794- Then, in fact, it was upon the list of persons appearing not valued in 
the city books, that you formed the list that you delivered in ? — -So I understood 
from Mr. Lane. 

5795- Tt was Mr. Lane that gave you the list? — It was. 

5796. And you merely appended to the names when they voted ? — It was Mr. 
Lane that gave me the list with that heading to it, and I marked out when they 
voted. 

5797- Therefore he is responsible for the accuracy of their appeainnce or non- 
appearance upon the city books ? — Certainly. 

5798. Mr. Serjeant Jackson, to Mr. Barry.'] With respect to this person, 
would it not strike you as extraordinary that he should be found as a person 
exempted from the rates, and not having been valued either in 1828 orin 1833 ? 
— I think it very strange. 

. 5799* -^re you able to say whether' what you saw was his receipt for the 
city rates ? — ?or the rates for the city. It was the local rate that all persons 
paid. 

5800. Do you mean that it was the receipt of one of the city collectors ? — I 
am not prepared to say that. It purported to be from one of the rate collectors 
of the city. 

5801. Mr. Beamish.] Can you state whether it was a rate-collector of the city 
or of the liberties ? — I am not prepai'ed to say, but I have him down here as in 
the city, in Bandon-road. 

5802. Did you visit the house of Daniel Manley, in Shaudon-street, who was 
mentioned in answer 1658 ? — I did. 

5803. Did you ascertain whether he was liable ferrates? — I put him down 
“ unquestionable,” as to rates, and he had value. 

5804. What made you put down that word “ unquestionable”? — It was one 
of those streets which did not lead me to doubt that all houses I visited were 
rated, and I did not go more minutely to ask about the rates. I had not an idea 
that such a thing would be questioned. 

5805. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Did you go into his premises ? — No. 

5806. Did you look at them ? — I looked at them. 

5807. What did they consist of? — I am not prepared now to say. I did not 
go into any premises in Shandon-street. 

5 80 8. Are you sure that this man possesses more than a gate in the street 
and a coal store, and a small room at the back, in which he lives? — He must 
have had more w^heir I visited him, to give a value of 10/. 

5809. Chairman.] You prove the extent of the premises which he had, by the 
rent which he stated himself to have paid ? — Not by the rent which he stated 
liimself to have paid ; but my own knowledge must have been brought to bear 
upon it. 

5810. You cannot give any account of what the premises were?-^I cannot. 

5811. Mr. Serjeant /nelson.] Do you know Mr. Young? — I do, by meeting 
liim here. 

5812. You haye no other knowledge of him? — No. 

5813. You do not know him as a citizen of Cork? — I knew him, en passant, 
that he was a citizen of Cork 

5814. A respectable citizen ?~A respectable citizen, in his way. 

5815. Do you know anything to disparage him ? — No. 

5816'. He is a man of fair character ? — I have heai’d nothing to make me think * 
the contrary. 

5817. Nothing, except that he differs from' you in politics? — That would not 
make any diflerencc as to his character. 

0.46. L L 4 5818. He 
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581 8. He is a man of fair character ? — I should think so, decidedly. 

5819. Suppose he had given this evidence with respect to this person ; “ Did 
you value the shop of a person named Daniel Manley, of Shandon-street, since 
Christmas ? — I did. What value did you set upon that ? — £. 5 . per annum ; he 
has no shop, it is only a gate in the street, and a coal-store, and a small room in 
which he lives at the back of it, and it is in the worst of order?” — It is singular 
that our evidences, if taken just now, would have been so contrary. 

5820. At what time did you see it? — At the time I stated before, subsequent 
to the election of 1835 . 

5821. When you saw it, did you consider him possessed of the entire house ? 
— I cannot say, but I have set it down as “ value I am not prepared to go 
into particulars ; I have “ S” against his name, which leads me to conclude that 
I can speak to the value. 

5822. When you see there “ S,” it enables you to say that you must have been 
satisfied that it was value for 1 0 ?. a year ? — Decidedly. 

5823. Are you able to state whether, when you made tl»s estimate, you con- 
sidered him as the owner of the entire house, or only of a part ? — I am not pre- 
pared to answer that now. 

5824. Suppose the fact were as detailed in the evidence of Mr. Young which 
has just been read, would thM alter your judgment of the value? — Decidedly 
not now ; the premises might be dift'erent at the time that I valued them and 
when Mr. Young valued them. 

5825. ' Having heard that evidence read now, have you any reason to assign 
to the Committee for saying tliat he held more than Mr. Young states ? — I have 
no reason. 

5S26. And -what Mr. Young says may, for aught you know, be all true r — At 
my inspection in 1835 it is not probable that I could have been mistaken. 

5827. If the facts had appeared to you, as they appeared according to the 
evidence of Mr. Young, probably you would not have held it of the value of 10/. 
a year ? — It would depend upon my inspection at the time. 

5828. Chairman!] Is the Committee to understand that you valued that occu- 
pation of this man’s in Shandon-street at 10 /. a year in 1835 ? — Yes. 

5829. And not in connection with other premises, but simply the occupation 
in Shandon-street ? — I am not prepared to go into particulars as to that. 

5830. Supposing he lived elsewhere, but still held those premises in Shandon- 
street, would that in anyway affect your evidence as to the premises in Shandon- 
street ? — I should not be biased by liis living elsewhere ; I should satisfy myself 
by the premises I saw on the spot. 

5831. Then in the evidence you now give, you allude entirely to the premises 
he occupied in Shandon-street, without alluding to premises which he might 
have occupied in another part of the city ? — Decidedly. 

5832. Was he then a coal-dealer? — I have no recollection whether he was a 
coal-dealer or not. 

5833. What is he dowm in your book? — A shopkeeper. 

5834. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Is that derived from your observation of his 
dealing as a shopkeeper, or from finding him registered as a shopkeeper ? — I think 
from finding him registered as a shopkeeper, because I have not set down here 
the qualification or the trade of the persons in this book. 

5835. Are you able now to state whether, in arriving at the result wdiich led 
you to write down S. after his name, you were influenced by the circumstance of 
the payment of rates being ascertained to be unquestionable in your judgment, 
or by inspection of the premises ? — By inspection of the premises, and I, there- 
fore, did not question the payment of rates. In many streets I went to, I did not 
ask about the rates, because 1 had no doubt of their being paid. 

.5836. You are certain that the judgment you formed was from your own 
inspection of the premises ? — By my own inspection of the premises. 

5837. But you cannot now tell whether that w'as an inspection of the entii’e 
edifice, or merely part? — I cannot say. 

5838. Are you certain that that man really lives in Church-street ? — I am not 
aware ; I do not know where he lives. 

5S39. Mr. Beamish!] Are you aware that Shandon-street and Church-street 
mn into one another? — I am aw'are that Church-street runs into Shandon- 
street. 

5840. His 
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5840. His house may be an angle-house, and have one part of it in Shandon- 
street, and another in Church-street ?— It might, for all I know. 

5841. Mr. Seijeant /acton.] Is it so, in fact? — I do not know; I cannot 
bring to my recollection the situation of the house. 

5842. Mr. Beamish?^ Did jmu visit the house of Michael Pickley, ofEawbuck’s- 
laue ?— I did subsequently with Mr. Gould and Mr. Meagher. This was one, 
of the houses that I visited previously to my getting unwell ; I also visited him 
in 1835 ; I have him down a house, yard, and stables. 

.5843. Do you consider them of the value of 10 i. ?— I consider that they are. 

58.44. Are you aware what rent he pays for them ? —I do not know exactly the 
rent ; I have set down here, “ Good value, situation taken into account ; there 
was 16 I. rent paid by his father for the same premises.” In 1835 it appears 
that he paid 12 s. 6 d. for rates, not for the house, but for the stable. 

584.5- Chairman.'] He was valued at 3 /., was not he ? — I do not know what he 
■was valued at. 

.5846. Mr. Serjeant Jac/isoji.] What kind of house was this? — I think it was 
a thatched house. 

5847. How many stories high ? — The ground-floor, and another over. 

5848. How many rooms in the house i — I did not g'o into the house ; the stable 
I valued as being valuable from the contiguity to the weigh-house. 

5849. Is not it a poor thatched-house?— It is not what I should call a poor 
thatched-house, because there are few thatched-houses that have a story over 
head. 

5850. Was it a good house ? — A good house of that description, as a thatched- 
house. 

5851. Was the house or the stable most valuable?— I should think the stable 
and yard wei‘e more valuable than the house. 

5852. What value would you put upon the house separately? — I suppose the 
house may be valued about 6/. 

5853. Ho you think it was worth that to a solvent tenant, independently of 
anything else ?— I think it is worth that from its situation; those places are valu- 
able about there from their contiguity to the weigh-house. 

5854. What would it cost to build such a house as that ? — I suppose it would 
cost from 30 ^. to 33 /. to build such a house as that, when ne-w. It is an old 
house. 

5855. Is Rawbuck’s-lazie a valuable part of the town? — No, the lane is a 
small lane; but from its contiguity to the weigh-house, it is more valuable than 
it would be otherwise. The places are let for offices for the butter merchants. 

5856. Cliaxrman?\ Ho you consider that the value ofthe ground in Rawbuck’s- 
lane for the purposes of building is as great as in most other parts of Cork ? — It 
is rather a valuable place just now, as long as the weigh-house remains there. 

5857. Supposing there was an unoccupied space in Rawbuck’s-lane for you 
to build a house and premises upon, would you expect to get it at a higher or 
lower rate than in most other parts of Cork ? — I should think it w'ould be higher 
than in mai^^ other lanes in Cork, w’ith the exception of those immediately in 
the city. 

5858. Is Rawbuck’s-lane so valuable as to put it upon an equality in the rent 
likely to be given for ground for building purposes with other parts of Cork ? — If 
any particular part is pointed out, I can make a compai’ison. 

5859. What would you say is the price of the first-rate building-ground ? — 
The first-rate building-ground would be in the city ; it -would not bear any pro- 
portion to that. 

5860. Would it come within 100 per cent.? — I think it would come within 
less. 

5861. Would it come within 50 per cent. ? — I think it would. 

5862. What do you consider to be the fair remuneration per cent, that a j-ier- 
son would expect, laying out his money in building houses of that sort; what do, 
you think he ought to anticipate would be his return upon 33 /. laid out in that 
manner ? — I suppose tliat he should have 14 per cent, there, from the probability 
of the weigh-house being I’emoved. 

5863. But without reference to the weigh-house being removed, what do you 
say would be the sum that a person laying out his money in building a house of 
40 /. in Rawbuck’s-lane should expect in return ? — I should suppose from 10 to 12 
per cent. 

0.46. M M 5864. Then, 
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5864. Then, generally speaking, that is your idea of the return that a person 
laying out his nioney in houses of this character ought to expect ?— I think so. 

5865. That is to say, a person laying out 40 1 . in building a house, ought to 
expect to get 4 /. or 5 a year? — I think so. 

5866. M-£. Beamish:] t)id you visit the house of Charles M‘Carty in York- 
street, mentioned in answer 1643 ? — Yes, I have it down as value. 

5867. This not one of those you saw since Christmas?— No, it 
is not. 

5868. Mr. BeamuA.] Did you. see his receipt for either rates or rent?— His 
receipt for rates was produced to me. 

5869. Did you examine his premises ? — I cannot say that I did now, after this 
lapse of time, but the probability is that I did. 

5870. Mr. Serjeant /ac/fson.] Is that a good house ?— It must have been of 
the value of 10?. in my estimation. 

5871 . You have no recollection of what kind of a house it was ?— None, more 
than I stated before ; York-street is a good street. 

5872. Mr. Beamish.] Did you visit the premises of Thomas Regan, of Hughes- 

lane ?— I did, and the house was value ; I have set down here that his rent was 
10 ?. 10 s. . . „ T 

5873. What appears upon tliis book was the result of your inquiry? — It was. 
The place is rather a poor lane, off the Coal Quay, and in order to satisfy myself 
as to the value, I set down that the rent was 10?. 10s. ; that must have been the 
cause of my setting down that. 

5874. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] How did you ascertain that to have been the 
rent? — By inquiries. 

5875. Of whom ?— Perhaps himself. 

5876. Do you recollect whether you saw the man himself? — I cannot re- 
collect. 

5877. Nor whom you saw ? — No. 

5878. Nor whether you saw any document for it? — The probability is that I 
did not see a document. 

5879. Did you examine the premises? — I must have examined the premises, 
because I have made a distinction ; I have added N. to S., which means “ nice 
value,” which signifies bare value. 

.5880. Being a case in which, in your estimation it was a very nice question, 
did you examine the premises very closely ? — I must have examined them. 

5881. Have you a recollection whether you did?— I must have entered them 
when I made that distinction. 

5882. Do you mean that you went into the house ? — I went into the house. 

5883. Are you sure that you did ? — I am almost certain that I must have gone 
in when I made that distinction. 

5884. Does he occupy the premises himself? — I think he does. 

,5885. Are you able to say whether he does or not? — No, my book does not 
state. 

5886. You have no distinct recollection of the case, except what you derive 
from looking at the book ? — No. 

5887. Can you state what kind of house it was ? — I have not any recollection 
of the kind of house ; I have a very indistinct idea of it. 

5888. Can you state how many stories high it might have been ?— I cannot. 

5889. Can you state what kind of repair it was in ? — It appeared to me to be 
not in good repair ; I believe those houses are set pretty high in consequence of 
lodgers. 

5800. Are you able to state whether this house was in such a state as' part of 
it to be actually uninhabitable ? — No, I do not think it could be in that state. 

5891. You say you went into it ? — :I believe I did ; but I do not think it could 
have been in that state when I saw it. 

5892. What do you think of this evidence by Mr. Young: “ There are two 
rooms above let, one at 1 0 (f. and the other at 1 s. a week ; and one so much out of 
repair as to be untenantable; the lower part is occupied by the man himself.” 
Is that true, do you think ? — I do not know ; I have no reason to doubt Mr. 
Young’s evidence. 

5893. That may be a perfectly true description of it? — It may, for what I 
know; my knowledge does not go beyond what I have said. 

5894. In 
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5894. In answer to tlie question, what description of house was it, he says, Barru 

“ A very poor one, in very bad repair;” are you able to contradict that?— I can 

only give a statement of what I saw in 1835 . 8 March 1838. 

5895. Would this description have suited it in 1835 ? — I do not think it 
would. I know that houses let there very high, because lodgers are frequent 
there. 

5896. Have you the same marks, signifying “ nice value,” after the names of 
many other persons ? — Not of very many. 

5897. Mr. Beamish^ At the period when this man went to register, do not 
you suppose the evidence he produced of people in the neighbourhood, must 
have been as correct as any value that Mr. Young could come to? — I think it 
must have been correct. 

5898. Do not you think that those immediately about him would know pretty 
well the rent he paid ? — I think they would. 

5899. Chairman.'] Did you see any receipt for the rates ? — Not in this in- 
stance. 

5900. Mr. Beamish.] Did you visit the premises of Daniel Leland, of Brock- 
lesby-street ? — I did. 

5901. What do they consist of? — I do not exactly know; I have a similar 
mark to him that I had to the last, “ N.” 

5902. Had he any ground attached to his house ? — It is a house and 
ground. 

5903. Brocklesby-street is in the liberties ? — It is on the bounds of the 
liberties. 

5904. Did you ascertain his rent ? — I have not set down having done so. 

5905. Chairman^ You cannot state what it consists of? — No. 

5906. You cannot tell what state of repair it is in? — No. 

5907. All your statement is, that you put it down as being about the value of 
10/., but without being able to afford the Committee any of your reasons for 
making that statement? — Nothing more. If I had had the good fortune to 
have kept my original day-book, I might have thrown more light upon it. 

5908. Mr. Serjeant Jackson!] If you were called upon to give evidence upon 
oath before a jury, would you say that it was worth 10/. a year? — I can only 
give evidence now as it appears in my book ; I never dreamed of being called 
upon to give evidence upon this subject again, and, therefore, these things never 
rested in my mind. 

5909. From your recollection of the grounds you proceeded upon when you 
attached those several marks after the names of persons in your book, seeing V. 
and N. after that man’s name, would you, if you were upon your oath, swear 
that the house was of the value of 1 0 /. ?*— I would ; I should not set it down here 
if I was not prepared to do tliat. 

5910. Chairman.] But you are not prepared to state upon what grounds you 
came to that conclusion in this case ? — No, I am not prepared. 

5911. Mr. Beamish.] Have you turned your attention a good deal to the value 
of places in the liberties ? — I have. 

5912. Can you state generally as to the value of the premises of those per- 
sons who are registered as 1 0 /. householders in the liberties ? — I should think 
there can be little or no doubt as to the value, generally speaking, of the liberty 
voters ; they are a substantial good set of voters, in my opinion. 

5913. Do you consider them a better class of voters than were prior to the 
Reform Bill ? — Decidedly. 

5914. Mr. Serjeant Jackson!] When you say a better class of votei’s, do you 
mean a class of voters that are more favourable to the Liberal interest ? — No ; but 
as to the value of their premises and general character. 

5915. Chairman.] Why do you say they are a better class of voters now than 
they were before the Reform Bill ? — I put them in comparison with the poor free- 
men and the 40 s. freeholders. 

5916. You mean to say that these 10 /. household voters in the liberties of the 
city of Cork, are in your opinion superior to the freemen and 40 5. fi-eeholders ? 

— I do. 

59 1 7. By “ the freemen,” do you mean the whole body of freemen, or any par- 
ticular class ? — The poor freemen. 

5918. You do not consider either them or the 40 s. freeholders a very respect- 
able class of the constituency ? — They are the lowest class we Imve. 

0.4O. M M 2 5919 ' Both 
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5919. Both the 40 s. freeholders and the poor freemen, you put them upon a 
par? — Yes. 

5920. Mr. Serjeant Jachson.l The great body of the freemen of the city ol' 
Cork are a class equally respectable witli the country farmers ? — They are. 

5921. Are not they rather abetter class in point of education, and station, and 
property.^ — Generally speaking, if you come to subdivide them, they may be. 

5922. The question, refers to the body of freejnen resident in the city of Cork, 
who are not classified as poor freemen ? — They may be better educated and 
better informed. 

5923. Is not that class of freemen a very respectable portion of the consti- 
tuency ? — I should hold them as such. 

5924. Do you think there is a good deal of difficulty in checking at the regis- 
try persons that come forward, that may not really have honujide value ? — As to 
coming up to register, I think there are so many persons on both sides to examine 
the qualification of the voter, or the person coming to register, that it was rather 
difficult for a man to pass that had not the qualification. I do not attend much 
to the registration of the city, my knowledge goes more to the country. 

5925. You do not think there is at present, as the law stands, any difficulty 
in checking persons who may not have a bond fide qualification ? — I do not think 
there is. 

3926. You are aware that there is a very large area of upwards of 40,000 acres 
within the liberties of Cork? — T cannot speak to the number of acres ; I know it 
is very extensive. 

5927. And a very gi’eat population inhabiting within the liberties ? — I sup- 
pose so. 

5028. It would require a very minute and a very extensive knowledge, upon 
the part of any two, or three, or ten people of the locality of the place, to enable 
them to check persons that come forward ? — I believe that ; but from the activity 
of parties on both sides, I should think it is not probable that a man could now 
register who was not fully qualified; that is my opinion. 

5929. You say you have not paid much attention to the subject of registration 
in the city? — No ; more to the country. 

5930. Chairman.'] You were registered in 183.2 ? — I was. 

5931. In what quality, as a lOZ. householder, or as a freeman ? — As a lOZ. 
householder. 

5932. Excepting the natural respect that you would have for the oath that 
might be tendered to you, is there anything to prevent your voting at this time ? 
— I am now’ disqualified, because I do not reside within the limits. 

5933. Is there anything, except the regard that you would have for the oath 
that would be tendered to you, to prevent your voting at this time ? — I believe I 
could vote, but then a prosecution might follow. 

5934. Is there anything to prevent your voting, except your regard to the 
solemn observance of your oath ? — 1 do not know that there is. 

5935. Although you have ceased for about three years to live in the city of 
Cork, your name still appears upon the register, and the only check is, the oath 
that may be administered to you at the time of voting ? — I believe that is the 
only check. 

5936. And with respect to any name that appears upon the registry, there is 
no means of getting rid of it, except through the medium of a Committee of tlie 
House of Commons ? — I am not up to the technicalities how to get rid of it. 

5937. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.'] Are you not aware that if you went to the 
assessor at the election wdth a certificate in your hand, and professed a readiness 
to take the oath, and you did take it, that he must have received your vote? — 1 
think so. 

5938. Mr. Beamish.] Do you think he would have permitted you to be placed 
upon the poll, if any person came up to tender evidence of your not having 
resided within the limits ? — I think he would pause before he would do so. 

5939. Would he not, if the evidence were that of a respectable person, be 
likely to reject you upon such evidence ? — I do not know, but 1 believe if a man 
takes the oath, he cannot be I’ejected. 

5940. Mr. Seijeant Jachson.] Suppose a man was bold enough to come up and 
take the oath, could his vote be rejected, his name being upon the register ? — 
I believe there is nothing to pi-event his vote being taken, except the fear of 
taking a false oath. 
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LORD GRANVILLE SOMERSET, in the Chair. 



Mr. Benjamin Beehle, called in ; and further Examined. 

594 ^ • Mr. Seijeant Jachson^ YOU were desired, on the last day, to examine 
whether a person of the name of Mellefont was resident at a place called Park- 
more in 1832 ; have you investigated that ?— I have, and I have ascertained that 
he was notin 1832. 

5942. Will you refer, to your answer to question 5463; you were asked 
“ Have you any others of that class ?” and you say, “ No others of that class 
what class is referred to in the question ? — Persons registering out of denomi- 
nations not known in the liberties. 

5943. Do you desire to give any explanation to that answer ?— I meant that 
I had not extracted any others of that class. 

5944* You did not mean to say that tliere were not several others of that 
class, but that you had not made an abstract of any more names belongino" to 
that class? — Exactly so. ® 

5945- Were there, in point of fact, many others of that class that you did 
not abstract ? — I am not sure whether there were or were not, coming imme- 
diately under that head ; but there was another class that came very near it 
whose names I knew upon the register. ’ 

5946. There are persons, then, whom you made out by knowing their names, 
and not by being^ led to them by the 'names of the places out of which they 
.gave their notice r — ^Yes, there was Bellview, and Saraville, and Leeview. 

5947. You could not find out those persons if you had no other guide than 
the names of the places, but you were enabled to get at the places by bein°- 
acquainted with their names ? — Yes. 

5948. Are there persons who reside in different ploughlands that register 
under a different name ? — Yes,, there are. 

5949. Can you give any instances : — Tliere are some persons who have regis- 
tered as of Holly-hill ; it is not the name of any denomination in the liberties, 
but there are persons registered who live on different denominations, who have 
registered as of Holly-hill ; I have met with five. 

5950. Five persons whom you knew to reside on different ploughlands, all 

of whom gave notice to register as of Holiy-hiU ? — Yes. ’ 

5951. ^ Can you give an instance?— In C. 503, “Jeremiah Calaghan, farmer. 
Holly-hill, city of Cork ; land and houses at Holly-hill ; freeholder.” 

.5952. Where does he live ? — At Knocknacullen. 

5953- Have you any others registered out of Holly-hill ? — M. 414, “ Timothy 
MuUane, Hollj^-hill, cit}^ of Cork ; a house and land at Holly-hill ; householder.” 

.5954* Where does that man live ?• — At Knocknacullen. 

5955. Is there any other of the same descrijition ? — D. 317, “ Maurice Dinan, 
farmer, Holly-hill; house and land at Holly-hill ; householder.” ’ 

.5956. Where does that man, in fact, live?— At Knocknakihy. 

Are there any otliers r — There are some more that live on Knockna- 
cullen who are registered as of Holly-hill; H. 415, “Michael Hurley^ farmer. 
Holly-hill; house and land at Holly-hill; householder.” There is, H. 4Q4, 
“ William Haly, Holly-hill ; dwelling-house and lands at Holly-hill.” 

.4058. Where do those persons live ? — They both live on Knocknacullen. 

5959- -A-re there persons that register out of fancy names ; are there any per- 
51 51 3 sons 
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sons whom )'^ou found out by your knowledge of the indi\i.duals, whom you 
could not have found out by those fancy names ?— Yes ; there is Bellview, 
Sara-ville, Leeview, Roseville. On Bellview, there is, D. 4/, “John Denihy, 
butter merchant, city of Cork ; dwelling-house and land at Bellview.” 

5960. There is no such known denomination as that ? — There is not. 

5961. How did you find him? — I knew that a man of that name lived on 
Ballinamought, wlfich is in the north liberties ; then there is, L. 175, “Edward 
Lucett, gentieman, Bellview, city of Cork; a house and land at Bellview.” That 
gentleman lives in the south liberties, on Money Gurney. 

5962. You found him out by knowing him ? — By knowing him in the same 
way, and it not being a very usual name. 

5963. But you would not be led to him by the mere name of the place ? — 
No ; there is Bellview in the north, and another Bellview in the south. 

5964. Are there any others you wish to specify ? — There is Saraville, F. 232 : 
“ Martin John Farrell, land agent, Saravdlle, south liberties ; house and land at 
Saraville, householder.” 

5965. What is the name of the denomination on which he really lives ? — 
Killeenreendowney. 

5966. Is there any other ? — There is Leeview, L. 231 : “ John Lawlor, linen- 
draper, Leeview, north liberties ; house and premises at Leeview, householder 
that is on Shankeele ; there are others who have registered on Leeview' who 
live on Coolymorroughue. There is, R. 110, “ James Rogers, barrister-at-law, 
Leeview, city of Cork, freeman;” that is a fancy name that he gives to it ; that 
is on Ballinamought also. 

5966*. Mr. J. O’ Connell^ You hav'e given instances of cases in which you 
have found out persons who have given fancy names ; have you given anj' 
instances of persons who have given fancy names, and whom you cannot iden- 
tify' ? — I have given some upon a former day. 

5967. Are the fancy names in general given by what is commonly called the 
higher class of voters, or the lower class ? — There are fancy names given by 
both, and I have extracted them without any reference, except that of freemen ; 
it was unnecessary. 

5968. Are not the fancy names generally given to the villas of persons of the 
higher class in the suburbs of Cork ? — They are. 

5969. Are not those persons in general in that situation of life that they can 
be easily identified ? — They are certainly. 

Mr. Oshorne Edward Barber, called in ; and Examined. 

5970. Chairman.'] ARE you a resident of Cork ? — I am. 

5971. Are you a solicitor? — I am an attorney. 

5972. How long have you been residing in Cork ? — Since my birth ; upwards 
of 50 years. 

5973. You have been practising as an attorney there : — I have been practising 
as an attorney in Cork since I was sworn in the yeai’ 1801. 

5974. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] You have taken some interest in the subject of 
the registering of the constituency of the county of the city of Cork? — Yes; 
after the Reform Bill passed there was a society formed for the purpose of cor- 
recting the registry of the persons offering to vote under that Bill. 

5975. You have taken an interest on the part of the Conservatives ? — En- 
tirely so. 

5976. And other gentlemen in Cork of both professions have done so as well 
as yourself ? — Yes ; I was appointed secretary to the Conservative society, formed 
in Cork at that time by a great many respectable gentlemen and noblemen of 
the county of Cork. 

5977* When was that society foimed? — In or about July 1832; it was formed 
before the Reform Bill had actually passed. 

5978. With a view to the great registry which should take place then? — 
Yes. 

5979. Wlrat was the object in forming that association ? — That there should 
be a -bond fide constituency in the city and county of Cork. 

5980. Was the same association formed for both the city and the county r— 
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Yes ; I was the directing person for the management under whom all the other 
agents acted. At that time we were all volunteers ; but when we found that it 
required an immensity of time there was some remuneration given to the indi- 
viduals that took most pains ; for we were obliged to send agents into the county 
to attend the registering sessions, and they were in two divisions, and of course 
those persons lost their time, and they were obliged to be remunerated. 

5981. Of whom did the association consist chiefly? — Of noblemen and gen- 
tlemen of landed property in the county and city of Cork. They entered into 
subscriptions. 

5982. The registration sessions were fixed for the 10th of October 1832 ? Yes. 

5983. They were appointed by proclamation ? — They were. 

5984. Do you recollect the number of notices given of persons who intended 
to claim ? — According to my computation of them there were upwards of 8,500 
notices. 

5985. Those notices were to be given 20 days before the registration took 
place ? — They were. 

5986. And the lists were published in the usual way, 10 days before the 
sessions ? — Ten days before the sessions the clerk of the peace was bound to post 
the notices. 

5987. And that was done ? — It was done, and with great exertion. I believe 
the clerk of the peace exerted himself very much to have it done. 

,5988. The last day for giving the notices was the 19th of September? — Yes ; 
and the 29th was the last day for posting. There were 10 clear days between 
each. 

5989. You had only 10 days for the examination and investigation of the 
qualifications and rights of the parties? — Only 10 days. 

.5990. What steps did you take for the purpose of enabling you to check the 
rights and qualifications? — We appointed to certain districts persons of com- 
petent judgment. There were three persons appointed for the north and south 
liberties, a very extensive district indeed, but still we coxild manage to allow no 
more at that time ; three for the parishes of St. Mary Shandon and St. Ann 
within the subiu-bs ; three for the parishes of St. Nicholas and St. Finn Bars, in 
the south suburbs ; and three for the parishes of St, Paul, St. Peter, and the 
Holy Tianity, comprehending the internal part of the city, 

5991. You appointed three persons to each of those divisions you have men- 
tioned ? — W^'e did. 

5992. Chairman.'] By “ the liberties,” do you mean all the country disti-ict 
within the boundary of the county of the city, but exclusive of the actual city 
and the suburbs ? — Yes. 

5993. Mr. Seijeant Jackson^ You had three for the whole of the liberties? — 
We had three for each of the two divisions of the suburbs, and we had three for 
the centre of the city. 

5994. How many in all ? — Twelve in all. 

5995. Did those persons proceed, in the execution of the duty you had 
devolved upon them, to risit and try to ascertain the qualifications of those 
persons? — They did; and in some instances in tlie city they received great 
interruption. I heard so, at least; they reported that they had been ob- 
structed. 

5996. Did those persons attend the subsequent registering sessions before the 
barristers ? — They did. 

5997. You had three registering banisters? — We had: Mr. Moody, Mr. Wills, 
and Mr. Gahan. 

5998. Were tliose gentlemen who were appointed to the respective districts 
enabled to complete their investigation before the sessions commenced ? — They 
stated to us that they were not ; they stated that they had not time ; that they 
could not make up the report for us, from the difficulty of going over their 
circuit, and -writing their report they could not effect it. In truth, from the 
way in which the notices were given, the districts were so uncertain, that it was 
impossible to make extracts, so as to enable them to classify them according to 
the districts. They were given in alphabetical letters, but the districts were 
confused in those alphabetical letters. Perhaps the name of a man in the north 
liberties would be next to tlie name of a man in the south liberties ; and the 
confusion of places rendered it very difficult to make any extracts, so as to form 
a regular, rout. 

M M 4 5999- There 
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Mr. 0 . C. Barber. 5999- There was, fil-st of all, an aiTangement to be made from the printed 
list, so as to allot to them the names which they were respectively to investigate ? 

1-2 March 18:38. — Certainly, that was necessary in order to do it effectually. 

Cooo. Then in the way of maldng your arrangements there stood first the 
pei^ilexity actually resulting fr’om that want of a local ai'rangement of the 
claimants, and the great number of persons of the same name ? — Yes. 

6001. Were there a great number of persons who happened to be in the same 
quarter, and a great number who happened to be of the same name ? — A great 
number. 

6002. "VWien they had made their arrangements in that respect, by abstract- 
ing and classif)’ing the names, did they then proceed to visit ? — I cannot say that 
they did ; w'e gave them then* instructions, and then we called upon them 
to report, and tliey stated their inability to report, and the sessions came on so 
closely that they were obliged to go into court with such preparation as they 
had. 

6003. Before they could proceed to do the business devolved upon them, 
must they not to some degree have made their arrangements ? — I should sup- 
pose they made some an’angement amongst themselves as to the quarters they 
would go into, and where, they should make their inquiries ; and it would 
appear that they had done something of the kind from the manner in which 
information was given'to us at the registry. 

6004. Did each triplet go together ? — ^Each three went together, for this 
reason, that we could not tell how the arrangements would be at the sessions, as 
to where the names would be ; and each person was obliged to be prepared to go 
wherever he might be wanted, in consequence of the division that should be 
made by the registering barristers. 

6005. That resulted from the way in which the names were allotted afterwards 
among the barristers ? — Yes ; each indmdual was obliged to be prepared to go 
into any of the three courts where those three gentlemen should sit. 

6006. Do you recollect the commencement of the sessions? — Perfectly. 

6007. Did the banisters all sit together at first ? — ^They did. 

. 6008. How long did they continue sitting together ? — I should suppose the 
greater part of a day. They separated towards the latter end of the day to their 
respective places for their respective registries ; but at the first part of the day 
they sat together to form a plan for themselves as to what they should do when 
they separated. 

6009. You mean on the first day, the 10th of October? — Yes. 

6010. Did }'0u attend there? — Yes, I attended there the whole of that day; 
I attended the No. 1 booth for many days. 

6011. Do you recollect what occurred after you. made your ai’rangements, and 
began to proceed to business ? — Perfectly. There were but two persons in the- 
first instance answered to their names on the calhng over the householders and 
the freemen ; the thii-d name was a householder, a person of the name of Joseph 
Ahern, of Fair-lane, a HctuaUer. 

6012. Do you recollect his appearing? — I do, perfectly; I know the man 
very well. 

6013. Was any objection taken to him ? — ^There was. 

6014. Upon whose part ? — Upon the part of the Conservatives ; in fact our 
object was to have a bond fide register ; we did not care who the persons were, 
provided they were bond fide registered, and persons legally entitled to vote. 

601.5. That is to say, that men who came up as householders should have a 
bond fide 10 1 . tenement ? — Yes, that was our object; and it was considered that 
he had not, and we understood that his mother was the tenant of the house, 
and that he only lived with his mother, and that she was the rent-payer. 

6016. Do you recollect any -witness being called to sustain that objection ? — 
Yes. 

6017. Who -w'as that? — Captain William Henry Allen, who had been pay- 
master of the Cork City Militia, and a son of the alderman who had been mayor 
of Cork, and in consequence of the reduction of the office of the militia he was 
then unemployed, and he was one of the persons we employed for that district, 
the parish of St. Ann and Mary Shandon ; he was called as a witness, and he 
went upon the table. 

60 1 8. He -was one of the three ? — One of the tlu’ee ; the whole of the persons 
I mentioned attended the court when the barristers were sitting together. 

C019. Was 
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6019. Was lie sworn ? — He was. 

6020. Was he examined?— He was asked his name, and immeaatelv some 

60™ “w^ thaw^^^ that he was a paid person for the purpose. 

to the coShS he 1 ^ to o'^ience ?-It was mentioned 

to the court that he ought to be objected to upon that ground 

of h”Lng pTid^hTs"”^^ reason 

_We *0 “''ifotion taken to the competency of Captain Allen argued > 

a perso^naiS stated that they would not receive the eyideMe of 

a person paid for that purpose ; instantly, without any argument We certainlv 
remonstrated in some measure against it, but it was Seless ; it did not last 
ho™™™* '’oarcely ; it being the first day of the sessions, there was even a 

-Tteyw™.'^"’^™'*''^ The three barristers were sitting together at that time? 

he'^wlf agreed not to receive the evidence of this witness because 

he was paid f—Because he was paid for the purpose of examining into the 
S’ % ■ * “ ‘he voters, with a view to the reSsL 

in that dec^Z”?-is 

6027. In open court ?— In open court. 

.1 1 '*°™ ‘h“‘ ““ ™tness should be received unless he could 

rp*o*‘lS;Tf?hS?net''" — ‘he rule fix’^ru^^ 

CeSSnnd*!w™M“‘'*'“f I" ‘hreaghout the whole of the investtgatlon ?- 
Certaiidy , and the evidence of those persons to whom we paid so much money 
purpose became quite useless, except so far as infoimation given to the 
^finln™Tu examination we pursued respecting each person’s vote^ 

6030. They apphed this equaUy to both poHtlcal parties ?— I believe there was 

voZSs’there™ “> Zi-ns Z 

®fueant yaci-sa».] Are the Committee to understand that the 
effect of this nde laid dovm by the registering barristers, was to exclude you in 
effect from the benefit of the evidence of aV of those 12 gentlemen 
Committee are to understand that. -geimemen. me 

— ComnlZ? *** m™®?* “‘helj’ of the investigation you had made ? 

Completely ; and we could only take up the evidence of such persons as we 

peLnrZZto 1e';Z “ “«ht be present when the 

th^s? 4 “pZeTtofoZZro:^^^^^^^^^^ 

, u a"*-' ‘hcrefoie, when those 12 gentlemen were virtually excluded bv the 
united judgment of the three registering barristers, j-ou were without any pre 
cZpTe'tely'' ™ resisting the registration of fictitious yoteZ- 

6035. You vvere all at sea, and you had to trust merely to the casual evidence 
of some party that might happen to know something about the man ?— Exactly 
SO; m some cases they allowed a postponement, to give time to investigate whej 
thZZ s“d up™ side tliat it wus not value, and an assertion on 

cbulZv''^'®" ’'uppened that in many oases you were totaUy pre- 

number “ ® resistance at all to the regisiation ?-In a gZt 

have h”' S‘«u‘ “h of ‘he cases ?— In the gi-eat bulk of those that might 

aZn? r “luestionedj but there were a great many that we admitted without 
ail} question, when we knew them to have value. 

butol^lVTnT “ef? to make captious objections, or to cause delay ; 

put only to see that they were hoiia fide persons put upon the register wlio 
weie really entitled to the franchise ?— That was our object. ’ 

at aU^®' uo objection ?— None 

abnmscnn'' number of persons who had given notices were 

aDout^ 8 , 600 , and of course a large portion of those must have come in from the 

‘ N country 
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country districts, and they of course were very little known to you ?—Not known 
at all to us. There was one particular man that, after he was registered from 
his land, we ascertained from his landlord that he was a mere con-acre tenant 5 
merely a man holding a small cabin, and occasionally getting an acre of land at 
one corner of the farm, and the next year another acre of land at another corner ; 
he is a labourer, and the mode of payment is by giving an acre of land for him 
to cultivate for poT;atoes. 

6041 . Was that person registered ? — He was a man of the name of Bingham ; 
he was registered as a lOZ. householder; he is a tenant of Mr. Busteed, of 



Ballinrea. 

6042. Are the Committee to understand that you give this as an instance ot 
persons who could never have been suffered to register, but who got upon the 
register then by reason of your want of preparation r Certainly. 

6043. Did that fellow pass without question?— On his own personal evidence 
he was admitted ; we had no evidence to defeat him ; we were precluded of our 
evidence, by reason of preventing those persons being examined that we had 

employed. .... , . , , -s 

6044 Wlio were the gentlemen appointed in that district m which he was t 
—Mr. Joseph Godwin, MrrEdward Garde Rowland, and a brother of the same 
Mr. Rowland, whose ,christian name I do not recollect. 

6045. (To Mr. Colburn.) Will you look at the register, and see whether you 
find him? — “ John Bingham, farmer, Ballinrea; house and land at Ballinrea; 
householder, 10^. ; registered 16th of October 1832.” 

6046. Chairman, to Mx. Barber Is that the man ?• — ^That is the man. 

6047. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ You are understood to say that his landlord 
told you that the nature of his holding was, that he had a cabin and took a con- 
acre, and one year took a patch in one part of the farm, and another year in 
another pai-t of the farm ? — ^Yes. 

6048. And that he did not take that as a tenant, properly so called, but as a 
payment for his wages as a labourer ? — Yes. 

'6049. So that he was not even a tenant from year to year, but a mere 
con-acre occupier of one patch one year and another patch another year, as a 
potatoe-garden? — Yes. _ _ . -.4. 

6050. The tliree gentlemen that made the investigation in that district, wnat 
description of people were they ? — Mr. Godwin had been a respectable land- 
holder in the county, and so had Mr. Rowland ; he was of the family of Mr. 
Rowland, of Hermitage, near Glanmire. 

6051. Were they all gentlemen competent in point of judgment, and respect 
able in point of character ? — I conceive so, certainly ; they were well known. 

6052. They w^ere in attendance for the purpose of giving their evidence at the 
sessions r — They were. 

6053. Should you have been prepared to bring them forward in evidence, if 
it had not been for that decision of the barrister, excluding paid agents ?— We 



should. 

6054. And you were thus precluded from applying the evidence of these 
gentlemen to the case of this particular man ? — ^Exactly so. 

6055. Have you a doubt upon your mind that the consequence must have 
been to introduce upon the register a great number of persons who ought never 
to have been there at all ?— I am quite convinced of it. 

6056. In truth, you had no effectual check upon any persons that chose to 
present themselves and swear that they had value? — We were deprived of a 
check. 

6057. Were the remaining nine gentlemen selected by you in like manner, 
persons of like competency and respectability of character ? ^There were others 
of them very respectable, others of them were not quite so respectable, but they 
were all persons of truth and integrity. 

6058. All persons of good character, though not equally entitled to the rank 
of gentlemen? — Certainly; Captain Allen, and Mr. Strange and Mr. Mai’tin were 
the persons for the north suburbs ; Mr. Martin had been formerly a captain m 
a ship. 

6059. They were all persons selected from the persuasion of the committee 
of their fitness, and of their being persons entitled to credit, and persons or 

competent 
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competent judgment ?— And for their knowledge of the district to which they 
were appointed. 

6060. Then in truth you could scarcely have had more suitable persons to 
bring forward as witnesses upon such a subject? — We could not get more suit- 
able persons. 

6061. Did you go on attending with the same diligence throughout the whole 
of the sessions ? — I attended a long time ; but, in consequence of haying to 
attend some meetings of the committee upon some subsequent occasions, I did 
not attend so punctually there ; but Mr. Alleyn Charles McCarthy attended 
in the place that I was appointed to, No. 1, Mr. Moody’s booth, when I was not 
there. 

6062. Did the gentlemen give satisfaction who were appointed to register? — 
Certainly not. We objected to a great number of their decisions; I attended 
in one booth myself, Mr. Gahan’s, and I had an argument of two or three hours 
against the registry of a portrait-painter, as a householder-, out of a drawing- 
room and bed-chamber. 

6063. Chairman^ What is the name of the person ? — I think it was O’Keefe, 
of Cook-street. 

6064. Was he admitted ? — He was ; and I recollect Mr. Gahan introducing 
both the French and Italian language as evidence of his decision, calling the 
word “ studio” as a shop. 

6065. Did Mr. Gahan say that the word “ studio” meant a shop ? — So I under- 
stood. 

6066. What was the French he introduced? — I forget the French word, as 
I do not speak French. 

6067. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ The legal argument was, that the claimant 
claiming to register in right of a shop, it was satisfactorily made out that he 
had a shop, because he had a studio as a painter ? — That he painted pictures 
and sold them, as he said, in his drarviug-room. 

6068. Mr. Lefroy^ According to the provisions of the Reform Act, there was 
no remedy against those objectionable decisions, either the one you formerl)^ 
alluded to, or this latter one ? — No ; there was no appeal against the admission 
upon the register of a voter ; but there was an appeal on behalf of the voter, if 
he was rejected. 

6069. (To Mr. Colburn.) Do you find him upon the register ? — I find “John 
O’Keefe, portrait-painter, Cook-street, city of Cork; workshop. Cook-street; 
householder, 10 Z. ; registered 13th November 1832.” 

6070. Mr. Serjeant /ac/fsow, to Mx. Barber^ You mention that as an instance 
of the unsatisfactory natrme of many of the decisions ? — I do ; I argued that the 
man had not the sole use of the hall-door, and the answer to me was, tlrat there 
was a cross-door inside the hall-door, which was shut; and yet he had not the 
whole upper part of the house at all, for the under part was the offices of an 
attorney. The kitchen, at the rear of those offices, belonged to the owner of 
the house, and so did the garret part of the house. 

6071. So that this portrait-painter neither had the exclusive use of the hall- 
door, nor of the cross-door, which was relied upon as a substitute for the hall- 
door ? — Exactly so ; I knew the premises well myself, for I had been in the 
habit of visiting a person who lodged there before him, and I argued it before 
Mr. Gahan upon that account. 

6072. And it appeared that the whole which he had in his own occupation was 
the drawing-room and bed-chamber? — Yes, and a little closet, all upon a floor. 

6073. Do you know whether others were admitted in a similar way, yvith 
small portions of a house ? — I do not recollect any others of that particular class 
at that time. 

6074. Do you recollect any curious argument upon a question, whether a 
lease for 999 years was not a freehold ?— I heard of it, but I was not present at 
the argument ; it was brought down to us that Mr. Gahan had decided that 
a lease of 999 years gave the fee. 

6075. Do you recollect persons coming forward to register in the character 
of 40 s. freeholders ? — Yes. 

6076. They came forward armed with the evidence of their fomer registry ? 
— They came foinvard grounded upon then- former registry. 

6077. Did they produce a certificate of registiy ? — I do not know whether 
there wei*e any instances of any pi-oducing a certificate; but in almost all the 

0.46. N N 2 cases 
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Mr. o. E. Barber, cases they referred to an affidavit in the hands of the clerk of the peace, regis- 
' ■ tered at former sessions. 

12 March 1838. 6078. Then they were admitted to register upon the production by the clerk 

of the peace of the fonner affidavit ? — Upon the inquiry being made whether 
they were the persons that had so registered, and whether they were still in. 
possession of the premises from which they sought to register. 

6079. Was thete any investigation, in that case, of the value of the holdings ? 
— None ; the mere oath of the party, stating that he was the same person that 
had so registered as mentioned in his affidavit, and that he still held the pre- 
mises out of which he registered before, was considered sufficient evidence of 
the right to register. 

6080. In reference to that class of 40 a*, freeholders, did you attempt to make 
any objection as to the value r — On the first case of a 40 s. freeholder, there 
was an objection made, but we were precluded ; the barrister said tliat there 
could be no doubt that they had a 40 s. interest in the premises, ha^-ing pos- 
session ; that possession was sufficient to make a 40 s. freeholder. 

60S1. Then he allowed no inquiry beyond the production of the affidavit 
and the examination of the party himself, that he was the same person, and 
that he continued to hold ?— That was all. 

6082. Did it happen in many cases that persons came forward who were not 
questioned at all on either side, who were registered without any evidence or 
any examination ? — Persons of known respectability and of known value, known 
to each party, were admitted to register without any objection. 

6083. Was that done indifferently on both sides ? — Yes, certainly. 

6084. Both parties passed those that were known to be respectable and sub- 
stantial ? — Certainly. 

6085. And then the banister registered them without any question at all? — 
Of course, if a person was considered to be of Conservative principles, and the 
other party saw that he was a person unobjectionable, they said there was no 
objection ; if, on the other hand, a person of the Liberal party came to offer, and 
he was unobjectionable, the Conservative party said there was no objection. 

6086. There was no examination had upon it? — No. 

6087. Then it was not at all the case that there was a litigation upon every 
case ? — -Positively not. 

6088. Mr. Cwrry.] You say that the registering barrister, Mr. Moody, would 
not allow the value of any 40 s. freeholders who had been previously registered 
to be questioned ; did you offer any evidence to impeach the value ? — We offered 
to examine the voter as to his value. 

6089. And the voter was not allowed to be examined as to the value? — He 
was not allowed to be examined as to the value. I understood that it was the 
general principle acted upon in ever)’' other case, that 40 5. freeholders were not 
allowed to be questioned as to their value. 

6090. Was there any reason assigned for not allowing them to be questioned ? 
— Tire reason assigned was tliat they must have had a 40 ^. interest, inasmuch 
•as the possession of a freehold was considered a sufficient 40 s. interest; it was 
not considered that they should have 40 s. over and above the rent and charges, 
though that was sworn to. But it was considered that the mere removal from 
one place to another would be equivalent to 40 ^. a year, if they removed into 
another place. 

6091. Mr. Serjeant Jac/iAOw.] Then the circumstance of being found in pos- 
session of the same tenement was argued to be worth 40 ^., because the expense 
of removing into another tenement would have involved an expense of 40 ^. ? — 
That was what I understood. 

6092. Mr. Carry.] Was there any reference to the former affidavit as having 
•ascertained the value ? — It was upon a fonner affida-vit, at a former registry, 
that they were registered. There was no question as to the value upon this 
occasion. 

6093. You say that you were secretary to the Conservative club for the county 
of the city of Cork? — ^Yes. 

6094. Of what class of persons is that club composed ? — A great number of 
gentlemen possessing estates and property in the county and the city of Cork. 

6095. Were there any noblemen upon it ? — There was Lord Bearhaven attended 
one of our meetings. 

6096. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.'] No Peer of Parliament attended ? — No. 

6097. Mr. 
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6097. Mr. Cwy.] Had you any subscriptions r — Yes. 

6098. Who were the subscribers r — Almost every class from the estated gen- 
tlemen to the tradesmen, and some poor apprentices, subscribed. 

6099. Were there any Peers of Parliament subscribers ? — I think there were. 
It was for the purpose of having a proper registry. 

6 1 00. Had you a sufficient fund to enable you to meet the expenses you were 
put to in preparing for the registry? — We had. 

6101. Mr. Serjeant The funds subscribed upon that occasion were 
for the purpose of registiy, as contra-distinguished from the election r— Yes ; 
they had nothing to do with the election. 

6102. Mr. Xe/ray.] Does not the section of the Irish Reform Act, pointing 
out the duty of the registering barrister, direct that he shall “examine and 
inquire as well by the oaths of the claimants as • by any other evidence offered 
in support of, or in opposition to, such claim, whether such claimant is or is 
not to be registered as a voter for the county, city, town or borough, to which 
his claim shall relate” ? — It does. 

6103. “And shall also inquire by any of the means aforesaid, as he shall 
think fit, into the truth of the several particulars required by the provisions of 
this Act, or require to be stated in any oath by such claimant hereinafter pre- 
scribed to be taken for such registry ?’~It does. 

6104. And notwithstanding that provision, you state that an inquiry was 
refused to be permitted to be made with respect to the 40 5. freeholders, as to 
their qualification ? — I do, as to the value. 

6105. Chairman^ Are you aware whether there was evidence tendered at 
those sessions for all the parties who came up to register their votes ? — I am 
aware that there was not evidence tendered for aU the parties, 

6106. Supposing that Mr. Meagher, of the city of Cork, stated that very par- 
ticular evidence was tendered, would that be a correct representation ? — Not as 
to all the persons. 

6107. He was asked in question 2/23, “Are you aware whether there was 
evidence tendered at that period,” namely, in the registry of 1832, “for all the 
parties who came up to register their votes?” and his answer was, “Very 
particular evidence.” Do you consider that to be a correct representation ? — 
I am satisfied it was incorrect. 

6108. In the same gentleman’s evidence, No. 2/26, this question was put, 
“You conceive that there was every pains taken to ascertain tire real .value 
before the party was registered ?” and his answer is, “ There was.” Do you 
consider that to be a correct representation ? — I do not ; because there was not 
an opportunity afforded of ^ving evidence as to the deficiency of vffiue of a 
number of persons. 

6109. You state that there was not an opportunity afforded your party of 
tendering such evidence as might coiTect misrepresentations as to the value of 
persons claiming to be registered ? — I do, from what I have already said of the 
rejection of the evidence of those persons whom we had employed for the 
purpose of ascertaining the value of the premises, and giring eridence as to the 
qualification of the parties. 

6110. Mr. Richard Gould, of the city of Cork, in answer to question 3948, 

“ Can you state whether there was the necessary examination gone through 
before the parties were admitted to register ?” says, “ I certainly think there 
was.” Do you concur with him in that opinion ? — There was an examination 
of the voter himself, as to his qualification. 

6111. Do you conceive that the examination necessary was gone through 
before the parties were admitted to register, or not? — Not in all cases. 

6112. Do you conceive that there was the strictest inquiry in all cases ? — 
There could not be when we were precluded from the eridence we prepared. 

6113. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ Was not the evidence of the gentlemen whom 
you had specially enjoined to investigate the cases absolutely necessary in order 
to sift the claim ? — It was. 

6114. And that was all excluded ? — It was. 

6115. And therefore it is impossible that these answers can be correct ? — 

I conceive they are not correct, because the necessary evidence was not allowed 
to be produced. 

6116. Chairman^ Question 3950, put to Mr. Richard Gould, is to this effect ; 

NN3 ‘^Do 
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Mr. 0. E. Barber. “ Do you conceive, generally speaking, that any number of persons were admit- 
ted upon the register who had no right to be so, by want of value of their pre- 
i2 March 1838. mises ?” his answer is, “ There may have been a few, but, generally speaking, 
there was the strictest inquuy.” Does tliat answer agi’ee with your ideas upon 
the subject ? — It does not. 

6117. Do you mean to say that there were many persons put upon the 
register who, fromVant of value, had no right to be put upon it r — I do. 

6118. You state further, that your party were precluded by that decision from 
bringing forward sufficient evidence to ascertain the real value ? — I do. 

6119. Do you apply that answer to parties registering out of the city of Cork, 
as well as to parties registering out of &e suburbs and the liberties ? — I apply it 
to all ; to the whole extent of the franchise. 

6120. Mr. Serjeant If there was any difference in the classes, would 

it not apply more strongly to those that resided in the country districts, because 
you could have less means of checking them ? — It applies to ah. 

6121. Chairman^ With reference to this case of Joseph Ahern, were you able 
to produce any evidence to prove that that individual was not in possession of 
the house out of which he attempted to register? — Not at the time that he was 
brought forward to register.; subsequently we had evidence of it. 

6122. Was that ease disposed of before you had the means of giving evidence 
of it 1 — It was. 

6123. Did you tender any evidence upon that point to the registering bar- 
rister subsequently to the decision ? — After the man was registered we cahed an 
agent, who was in the habit of receiving the rent of the premises, to show the 
vffiue ; the answer was, that he was already registered, and that it could not be 
opened. 

6124. Then you first of ail objected to Joseph Ahern being placed upon the 
register, and tendered evidence to impugn the value of liis premises, and to 
impugn his possession of them, and that evidence was rejected, because it was 
objected that the witness who was to give that evidence was a paid person, and 
that therefore his evidence was not receivable ? — ^Yes. 

6125. Tlien his name was put upon the register, and subsequently to his 
name being put upon the register, you came forward with unimpeachable evi- 
dence, namely^ the receiver of the rent of the tenement, to the effect that the 
house and premises were not of the value of 10 1., and also that the premises 
were not in his possession ? — Yes, upon the same day. 

61 26. That witness not being a paid party r — That witness not being a paid 
party. 

6127. Nevertheless the barrister refused to re-consider the case, and per- 
mitted his name to continue upon the register, leaving you without any remedy ? 
—Yes. 

6128. And therefore it remains, of course, to this day ? — It does. 

6129. And it can only be struck off by the medium of a Committee of the 
House of Commons ? — ^Yes. 

6130. And if the Committee of the House of Commons determined not to 
open the register, it cannot be struck off at all till the period of eight years has 
elapsed ? — Yes ; there has been a dictum of an assistant barrister, that if he 
comes forward within the eight years, and produces his certificate of his former 
registry, he shall be registered again for another eight years, and then we have 
still no remedy. 

6131. Who is the registering barrister that gave that opinion r — ^Mr. Martley. 

6132. Did you hear Mr. Martley give that opinion? — I did not; I understood 
that the question was brought forward and tried at a very late sessions, in the 
case of a Mr. Roche, who was in France. 

6133. Mr. F. French^ Are you aware of any bandster havdng differed from 
that dictum of Mr. Martley ? — I am not ; I never heard of any other case. 

6 1 34. You ai-e aware that the law is, that the man is entitled to register on 
his former certificate as primd facie evidence of the value, unless evidence is 
produced to contradict it ? — As far as I am a judge that appears to me to be 
the law, and Mr. Martley has so decided. 

6135. Then you do not question the correctness of the decision of Mr. Martley:' 
— I do not feel myself competent to object to Mr. Martley’s decision, if he has 
decided it so. 

6136. Mr. Lefro^.~\ But whether that opinion be well or ill founded, if the 

registering 
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registering barrister, who shaU revise the register at the end of eight years, 
should hold the same opinion as the three gentlemen employed at the original 
registry, there will still be no opportunity of reviewing the qualifications of those 
persons who have before been registered ? — Not unless we get volunteer evidence 
to do it, who wiU do it without payment. 

6137. That, of course, would preclude the evidence of surveyors, or persons 
professionally best qualified to give evidence upon the subject of the value ?— 
Certainly. 

6138. Mr. Serjeant Jaclcson^ Do you recollect the question being raised upon 
the right of the non-resident freemen of the city of Cork to be put upon the 
register ?— Perfectly ; in the case of Mr. Richard Henry Hedges Beecher. 

6139. He had been rejected by the registering barrister? — He had. 

6140. And he applied? — He ^d. 

6141. Do you remember before what judge that appeal came on?— Baron 
Pennefather. 

6142. Were you present at the argument? — I was; I conducted the support 
of the voter ; I drew a brief, and gave it to Mr. George Bennett. 

6143. Was there counsel employed upon the other side? — There was Mr. 
Pigott. 

6144. Both those gentlemen are Her Majesty’s counsel now? — They are; 
Mr. Bennett was at that time, Mr. Pigott was not. 

6145. Did they argue the case before the Baron in open court? — They did. 

6146. At what stage of the public business of the assizes was that? — It was 
the last day of Baron Pennefather’s business in the city of Cork. 

_ 6147. He had closed the Crown business and the civil business that fell to 
his lot as one of the judges of assize ? — He had. 

6148. And, having closed the other business, he took up the appeals from the 
registering barrister ? — I believe there was only that one appeal ; the assizes 
happened during the registry ; they were late that yeai*, in consequence of the 
cholera having been in Cork antecedently. 

6149. Then, this being concluded, the Baron had nothing further to detain 
him in Cork ? — He stated so. 

6150. Did he hear the counsel argue it on both sides ? — He did. 

6151. Did he hear them completely out ? — He did. 

61,52. Did either of them intimate to him that they had anything farther to 
urge : — My opinion is that they did not, either of them ; he took from both the 
cases which they relied upon, and said that he would take them home and con- 
sider them, and leave his opinion in writing with Judge Moore, who was his 
colleague upon that circuit, as he would not attend in court next morning. 

6153. Did he announce that publicly in court? — He did. 

6154. ^ That, as he was to leave town the next morning, he would take those 
.authorities home, and consider them in his chamber, and- make up his decision, 
and hand it to his colleague to be delivered in court next morning ? — Yes. 

6155. Did you attend in court next morning? — I did. 

6156. Did Judge Moore attend? — He did, in his own court, the county 
court. 

6157. The business of the county of Cork is heavier than that of the city? — 
It is. 

6158. And occupies the judge to whom it falls a longer time ? — Yes ; that is. 
sometimes the county civil business may last longer than the coimty criminal 
business, and may detain the junior judge, or the judge who has the city busi- 
ness, longer than the other. 

6159. Do not the judges divide the business there differently from what is 
done in any other place ; the senior judge talcing the county civil business and 
the city criminal business, and the junior judge taking the city civil business 
and the county criminal business, because tlie whole business of the county 
would be too heavy for one man ? — Yes. 

6160. Then, Judge Moore was in court next day? — He was. 

6161. Do you recollect what occurred with reference to the decision of Baron 
Pennefather? — I recollect Judge Moore saying that he had the decision of Baron 
Pennefather in writing, and he called for the public officer, I think the clerk of 
the peace, who happened not to be there ; Sir. Pigott then offered some further 
observations respecting the case, which Judge Moore refused to hear, inasmuch 
as he had not heard the former pai’t of the ai’gument. Somebody intimated to 
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Mr. 0 . E. Barber, him that another pubhc officer, Mr. Besnard, the tovm-elerk, was there, and he- 

handed to Mr. Besnard the opinion of Baron Pennefather, to be carried to the 

12 March 1838. registering barrister. 

6162. Do you know whether Mr. Besnard took any part in the registry 
business before the barristers ? — I know he did not, farther than attending with 
his official documents, which he was required to do under the Reform Act ; 
I know that he took no part in the registry, or in the arrangements of the- 
registry, either privately or publicly. 

6163. Then he could not be considered as a person interested, either on one 
side or the other, in what had been done in the registering sessions — He cer- 
tainly was not. 

6164. It did not occur to you that there was any impropriety, or any par- 
tiality, in the conduct of the judge who delivered that paper to Mr. Besnard ? — 
It was a mere casual matter, in consequence of Mr. Besnai-d being present, and 
the clerk of the peace not being present ; I believe that Mr. Besnard was in 
attendance upon some business of his own ; it was not as town-clerk that he 
attended there for that purpose. 

6165. But another person having suggested that he was in court when the 
judge asked for the clerk of the peace to be the bearer of the decision, the - 
judge then delivered this paper to Mr. Besnard, as being another public officer r 
— Yes. 

6166. Does it occurto you that any person upon earth could be damnified by 
that? — Not the least. 

6167. Can you conceive any possible way in which anybody could be injured 
by that ? — I cannot ; I conceive that Mr. Besnard merely acted as the messenger 
of the judge from that court to the registering barrister. 

6168. The Committee understand from you, that no intimation was given to 
Baron Pennefather, by either of the counsel, of any wish that he should heai- the 
cause further argued ? — Certainly there was not ; I was there till he rose, and 
after he left the court ; I was collecting my papers when he left the court. 

6i6g. You have stated that Baron Pennefather had announced that he was to 
leave town the next morning, and that he would in consequence leave his deci- 
sion in the hands of Judge Moore ; are you able to say whether there was any 
expectation upon the mind of those in court that he was to take his place the 
next morning upon the bench ?— Not the least ; it was announced publicly that 
he would leave town next morning. 

6170. And no person made any objection to that? — Certainly not. 

6171. And no person intimated that it was desirable that he should resume 
his seat the next morning for the purpose of any further argument?— Cer- 
tainly not. 

6172. Chairman^ With regard to those witnesses who were rejected by the 
registering barristers because they were paid, were they voters ? — Some of them 
were. , 

6173. But the barristers made no distinction with regard to voters and non- 
voters ? — No ; it was their being paid persons that was the objection. 

6174. Did they object to persons appearing as agents ? — No, legal agents were 
not objected to ; nor, I believe, any agents. 

6175. Was the matter argued on both sides, as to the admission of those per- 
sons as witnesses ? — No, there was no argument at all ; for the moment Captain 
Allen appeared on the table he was hooted at ; and the court said they would 
not listen to the evidence of a paid person, and he was obliged to come off the 
table ; and he came off rather warm in consequence of having been hooted at. 

6176. Do you mean to say that the barristers, without any discussion, rejected 
the evidence of those witnesses ? — ^There was no discussion ; there was a little 
remonstrance ; we were astounded at the refusal. 

6177. Did you ever try, at a subsequent period of the registry, to re-argue 
that question ? — I do not think we did ; we conceived there was an end of the 
question. 

6178. Then those three barristers, without any argument whatever, decided 
positively that those parties should not be admitted as witnesses ? — Positively,, 
they did. 

6179. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.'] After this first day, they sepai’ated for the dif- 
ferent booths ; and this day’s proceeding, during which they sat together, was 
to establish rules of proceeding for the whole of the registry sessions ? — Yes ; and 

we 
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we established one of those persons in each of the registering booths to Mve I 
information to the agents employed, but we never aftlwards offered them as 
evidence, because vy^e ransidered it useless, that decision having been come to. 

6180. Chairman.} Have you proceeded with the system of obi ectine to im 

E^dTbXl sessions ?-At some of them I fttended 

6 181. Was that point as to the vritnesses ever argued before Mr. Martlev J— 

There was a person employed on one occasion who was paid for it and there 
was no objection to him. ^ 

61S2, His eridence was admitted ?— It was a Mr. Aylmer Allen 
^^6183. By whom was he admitted?-By Mr. Martley; that was 'in September 

6184. So that there was no difSculty raised so far as Mr. Martlev was con- 
cerned. ^0; I do not think the objection was even made then 

bl8 ;. .Mr Seijeant derfeom] You stated that there was an outcry made upon 
the witness being called ?-Tliere was ; the Liberal party made a grLt rout Se 
moment that gentleman appeared ; tlley must have known of h beforehand 
fereTd'istriPt‘l’’Tl^^^^ ? those persons in their investigations in dif- 

* 6 ? 8 ? You ^ understand, in some places. 

^ gentlemen, even when they were proceeding through 

em hie ‘I'e purpose of examining as to thf value to 

Tlim! a impeded and opposed, and maltreated?— 

fto7ril:te“ir to repeat 

appeared as a witness to be examined, do you 
mean that he was insulted upon the table ?-There was an outerj. made against 
him thcat he was a paid person ; and when the barristers stopped him, there was 

a hoot at him ; _ you may say he was hooted off the table. 

6188. Then it seems to have been carried by acclamation against admitting 
pam agents f — The banisters certainly decided against them. 

6189. And tlie effect of all this upon your mind, who was managing this 
business upon the part of the Conserv-atives, was that it was hopeless to give 
evidence of this class .-—It was. 

benefit from having employed those persons, but 
merely that of them suggesting to the professional gentlemen concerned any 
information they had obtained ?— That was all. 

6191. But as to supplying evidence it was of no avail at all ?— None. 

0192. Chairman.] Ua\y you ever turned your attention to any alteration in 
the present sj'stem of registration by which gi’eater security might be obtained 
for none but proper votes appearing upon the register?— I think there might 
be a class^cation of the notices to be given, and longer time given for the 
investigation of those applications. ° 

6193. Do you think an annual investigation might be useful?— I am ciuite 
sure it might be. ^ 

O194. lhat is to ^y the parties might be objected to every year upon cause 
shown . ^ot only that, but that if the present system is continued there should 
be a power of appeal on both sides. 

6195. But supposing both alterations were made, namely, annual rerision 
and a power of appeal on both sides, would that tend, upon the whole to 
prevent improper persons appealing upon the registrj^, without too much 
harassing good voters by frivolous objections?—! think the annual rerision 
would be better than the other mode. 

6 ig6. Would you like to see both or only one adopted?— I think both would 
be very useful ; both would certainly be better than one. 

6197 But, of the two, the most important would he the annual revision :— 

No doubt. 

6ig8. Would you extend the power of the court before whom the revision 
takes place, so far as to say the costs should be imposed within a certain limit 
m cases of frivolous objections ?— I think there ought to be reasonable and 
small costs given in cases of frivolous objections. 

6igg. Would you extend that power also to the court of appeal, supposing a 
power of appeal was introduced as to the value or non-value ?— I think, to 
prevent frivolous objections, it would be desirable that costs should be given ; 

°-4“- o o I think 
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I think it would prevent frivolous ohjections being made, and giving trouble to 

s March 1838. ^ 6 200 ” that the fear arising out of such a power vested in the court 

would, in point of fact, prevent the evil which it was intended to guard against? 

’~Lt’l. Would vou also suggest that in large constituencies, like Cork, they 
should he divided into districts ? — If the constituency continues as at present, it 
would be very desirable, and in any case Indeed. Cork is a very large city ; 
and in any case it would be desirable that they should be divided, both alphas 
betically, bv name, and also by distiicts. , ^ . e 

6202 Di you think that would conduce as much to the advantage of the 
good claimant as to the preventing bad claimants obtaining registry ?~It would 
prevent the good claimant having any trouble, and it would give an opportunity 

°^62rs!* A?”§iat'To^m^^ injuring the good claimant, though he might be 
a poor man, it would be likely to prevent unfounded proceedings with regard to 

*'™vo4^*itoTthat no bonAfide claimant would be likely to be injured by such 
an an-angement ?-I think no hoiiAfide claimant would have an objection made 

Mr. Seijeant Jacfoom] With respect to registering barristers, it woMd 
of course be very desirable, if possible, that persons should be appointed to that 
who have no political bias f — If possible. , . a -e ■ a 

6206 Do you think it would conduce towards that end, if, instead of having 
the appointment of the registering barristers vested in a 
appoimrnent were vested in the sworn judges of the land i-I think it would be 
the most impartial way possible i and I think they would be the best judges 

who to appoint for the districts. _ ^ v. « 

6907. As well as being in a more impartial position, would they not have a 
more particular knowledge of the men in the profession who would from them 
station and character, and competent knowledge, be most suitable, so as to 
enable them to make a good selection ?— That is my opinion. ^ 

6208 Do you think anything would be more conducive to having a proper 

tribunai than that?— I do not think anything would. . , . ^ , 

6209. Have you a doubt that that would give great satisfaction to all parties ? 

— I am quite satisfied it would. . c 1 

6210. Are you aware that there is great dissatisfaction existing as to the 

mode in which the appointments are made?— I think so ; I think, however im- 
partial Mr. Hartley may be, there is a feehng upon the mind of the Liberal 
party that he is more favourable to the Conservatives than he is to themselves, 
kough they give him the highest character, and I am sure very justly, tor he 
has acted as impartially as any man could act. . . , , . „r 

6211. But he was a gentleman who was appomted chairman of the couit 
before the Reform Bill, and the duty of registering has been added to his office 

Would you consider it desirable, for the sake of the adinmistration of 
justice, and placing it beyond all suspicion, that the duty of registem^ for the jiur- 
pose of voting at elections should be severed from the juicial office of assistant 
barrister ?-I think it would be highly conducive to the admmistratiou of justice. 

6213. You have mentioned, with respect to Mr. Hartley, and perhaps you 
could not select a better case to iUustrate this than the case of Mr. Hartley, 
that even he, high as he stands in public estimation as a lawyer, and appointed 
as he was assistant barrister before this duty devolved upon the office, that even 
he does not escape all susjiicion of partiahty?-! understod te does not ; I 
have heard observations made by the Liberal party against Hr. Hartley s deci- 

*'™2i4. Does not that show how desirable it is that this political duty should 
be severed from the judicial office ? — Certainly it does. 

Hr. John Casey, called in ; and Examined. 

6215. C/miiw®.] ARE yon a resident of the city of Cork?— l am. 

6216. Are you in the office of Hr. Besnard ?— I am ; I am about to be bounU 



Mr. .lohi Casey. 



to Mr. Besnard, for the purijose of becoming a solicitor. 



6217. Have 
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62^. Have you compared any lists made out by you with any documents in 
the oifice of the clerk of the peace for the county of Cork ?— I have compared 
some returns of “poor” and “waste” with the original returns in the office of 
the clerk of the Crown. 

6218. The clerk of the Crown is Mr. Johnson? — He is. 

fiaig. Are those lists correct copies of the originals which are in the posses- 
sion of the clerk of the Crown ? — They ore. 

6220. One of them is headed “A list of waste and poor in the parish of St 
Ann ; Joseph Dunbar, coheotor, July 1837” ?— Yes, that is made by one of the 
churchwardens of the parish. 

6221. At the foot of it there appears to be, “I, Rowland Long, one of the 
churchwardens of the parish of St. Ann Shandon, do solemnly declare that the 
foregoing return is fair and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief • 
declared before me this 22d day of July 1837. Signed, Rowland C. Long, and cer- 
tified James Lane, treasurer.” Do you know Mr. Lane’s handwriting? — I do. 

6222. Was his handwiting to the original of this ?— I am sure it was. 

6223. The next list is headed “A list of waste and poor in the parish of St. 
Mary Shandon ; Joseph Dunbar, collector, July 1837 and then at the foot is 
this certificate, “ I, Henry George Wise, one of the churchwardens of the parish 
of St. Mary Shandon, do solemnly declare that the foregoing return is fair and 
correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.' Declared before me this 
22dJuly 1837. James Lane, treasurer; and signed George H. Wise.” Was 
that in like manner signed by Mr. Lane ? — It is. 

6224. There is likewise another list of the waste and poor in the parish of 
St. Peter, Joseph Dunbar, collector; and that appears to have the certificate, 
“ I, Rowland Davies, one of the churchwardens of the parish of St. Peter, do 
solemnly declai’e that the foregoing return is true and correct in every particular 
to the best of my knowledge and belief, certified by Mr. Lane, and signed by 
Rowland Davies ? — I know that the name “ Rowland Davies” was to it, and the 
certificate of Mr. Lane. 

6225. There is another list of the poor and waste in the parish of St. Nicholas, 
Joseph Dunbar, collector, and that appears to have a similar certificate at the 
foot of it, 22d July 1837 ? — ^Yes. 

6226. And the remaining list is a list of the poor allowed by the arand iury, 

July 1837?— Yes. y B J y, 

6227. This is a different description of list from the others ? — Quite different. 

6228. What is the total amount that is remitted by the fifth list ? — £.126. 5^. 

6229. How much is remitted in the churchwardens’ return for St Ann ’s ^ — 
£.75. lOs. 

6230. How much upon the churchwardens’ return of St. Mary’s ? — £.42. 

6231. How much for St. Peter’s ? — £. 47. 1 s. 

6232. How much for St. Nicholas ? — £.56. 10^. 

6233. The whole is 355 L 14.?.?— Yes. 

6234. Chai 7 ‘ma}i.j WiU you state how many persons upon that list appear to 
be excused in St. Ann’s ? — There are 70 in the parish of St. Ann upon the 
churchwardens’ return. 

6235. Including females as well as males ?— All the names. 

6236. WiU you state the number in St. Mary Shandon ? — Forty-six. 

6237. How many in St. Peter’s parish? — ^Thirty-thi-ee. 

6238. How many in St. Nicholas ? — Fifty-three. 

6239. Mr. Serjeant Jackso 7 i.] The fifth list is a Ust of persons, independently 

of those contained in the other four lists returned by the churchwardens ? It is. 

6240. Have you made out a list of persons whom you find to have voted at 
the last election, whose names ai’e to be found in the fifth list of persons excused 
by the grand jury? — I have. 

6241. Chamnan.'] What number do you find upon that list? — Twenty-nine 

persons. ^ 

6242. Those are all extracted by you from the fifth list of persons allowed 
by the grand jury to be exempt from rates, and whose names you find upon 
the poll as having voted? — Yes. 

6243. Do }^ou Imow whether other persons appear upon the register, whose 
names are in the other lists you have produced, besides those that voted ? — 

I think there are some that are registered that have not voted, that have been 
excused from the rates. 

0.46. 002 6244. Mr. 



Mr. John Oaset/. 
12 March 1838. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




Mr. John Caseij. 
12 March 1838. 



Mr. J. C. Besnard. 



13 March 1838. 



284 MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE 

6244. Mr. Sexjeant Jachson:\ But you have not made out any list of those ; 
you have not selected the names of persons appearing upon the register, but 
only those that have voted ? — ^Those are all. 

6245. Will you deliver in the lists you have produced? — [The Witness deli- 
vered in the same i vide Appendix.'] 



Martis, 13 ° die Martii, 1838 . 



Mr. Curry. 

Mr. F. French. 

Mr. Serjeant Jackson. 
Mr. Lefroy. 
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Mr. Litton. 

Mr. Lucas. 

Mr. M. J. O’Connell. 
Lord Granville Somerset. 



LORD GRANVILLE SOMERSET, in the Chair. 



Mr. Julius C(Bsar Besnard, called in ; and further Examined. 

C246. Mr. Serjeant Jackson^ YOU were upon a former day requested to sug- 
gest some remedies for tire erdls that exist in the present state of the registration, 
and you suggested in general terms that an assimilation of the Irish law to the 
law as it exists in England would in your judgment tend to remedy this evil? — 

I did, but I of course meant that with some qualification. Where the institutions 
of the country, or the circumstances peculiar to one country, made the exact 
terms of the law not suitable to the other, there should be some variation ; but 
I recommended that the principle of the English law should in all cases be 
adopted, and the terms as far- as practicable. 

G247-8. Will you suggest to the Committee some of the particulars in which it 
would not be expedient exactly to follow the English law ? — The first observa- 
tion I would make relates to a class of cities and towns in England and Ireland 
in which the same rule is laid down for both, but operates differently in the two 
countries ; I mean as to counties of cities and counties of towns. 

6249. Will you explain how that is? — In the insti-uctions with respect to 

England for the boundaries of boroughs, given by Lord Melbourne to Lieutenant 
Drummond on the 8th of August 1831 , I find this passage: "When the city 
or borough has 300 such inhabitants as aforesaid,” (those are householders,) “ or 
more, then the inquiry will relate to the proper boundary to be assigned for such 
city or borough. In fixing such boundary it will be proper, as far as possible, to 
take the known limits of parishes, wards, townships or chapelries, or other divi- 
sions of known denomination ; but if any such division or divisions, in which any 
city or borough ‘ having an ample constituency ’ is situated, extends considerably 
beyond the portion covered or nearly covered with houses, the boundaries must 
be assigned as nearly as possible, comprising the city or borough, and little or 
no portion of the country.” ^ 

6250. Those are the instructions given in England? — ^They are. Then there 
came a qualification to this effect : “ No part of the old borough, when connected^ 
with the elective franchise, is to be excluded by the new boundary, the limits of 
jurisdiction on the other hand need not be regarded unless otherwise suitable.” 
Those were the English instructions. 

6251. Is there any coiresponding document with regard to Ireland? — ^Yes. 
The instructions of the Chief Secretary of Ireland to Captain Gipps is dated the 
29 th of October 1831 , and they contain these words : "Where the town extends 
beyond the existing limits of the borough, you will mark those limits upon your 
plan, and you will also draw such a line as, taken from one known point to ano- 
ther, may comprise the whole of what may be fairly considered as part of the 
town or its suburbs, together with as little as possible of land not occupied by 
houses.” But this also contains an exception in these words : "You will not in 
any case propose to restrict the limits of any borough w'hen connected with the 
present elective franchise.” Now what I say is, that those passages which for- 
bade the restricting the limits of a borough where the elective franchise was to 
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■be operated upon, produced a different effect in Ireland from -what it does in Mr 
England in counties of cities. 

62,52.- Will you state -why it does so?— Out of 15 counties of cities and 13 
■counties of towns in England, only four have freeholders eligible to vote ; those 
are Exeter, Lichfield, Nottingham, and Norwich, and those places have not 
extensive liberties connected witli them. 

6253. In Ireland, how many counties of cities and counties of to\vns are 
there?— In Ireland there are eight counties of cities and counties of towns in 
aU of which the freeholders are eligible to vote. The names of those, and the 
extent of them, are as follows : Cork, containing 45,000 acres, Limerick 26 000 
Galway 23,000, Carrickfergus 16,700, Kilkenny 16,400, Waterford 9*478’ 
Drogheda 5,800, and Dublin, which is the only one that is of a small extent’ 
3,538 ; the result of that is, that the counties of cities in Ireland, all except 
Dublin, are placed under different circumstances from counties of cities in 
England. 

6234. That is to say, there is included a considerable rural space which is 
inhabited by persons having tenements that might entitle them either as free- 
holders or as 10 1 . householders to register ? — Yes. 

62, 55. The consequence of that is, there is a considerable rural constituency 
let ra upon those cities and towns ?— There is. I can show in England how the 
same restriction operated ; there is a case which is almost parallel to Cork, that 
of the county of the city of Coventry. The city of Cork and its suburbs are 
defined, and the suburbs comprehend a space of ground of reasonable extent 
round the city. The boundaries of the city and suburbs of Coventry are also 
well defined, and they comprehend a reasonable extent of ground. The county 
of the city of Cork, which is different from the city and suburbs, comprehends 
lands within a circle of about 30 miles, including a large rural population ; the 
limits of the county of the city of Coventry contain about eight miles in lensth, 
and an area of about 20 miles in circumference. The jurisdiction of ''the 
corporate officers extends throughout the whole of each county of the city ; 
the assizes .are regularly held by two judges of assize for each city; the 
quarter sessions are held by the magistrates in each. There is a court of record 
in Cork called the Court of the Mayor and Sheriffs, and, in Coventry, the Court 
•of Mayor and Bailiffs, the jurisdiction of each of which extends over the whole 
county of the city ; juries are empanneled by the sheriffs, and the expenses of 
witnesses, and the maintenance of the gaol, are defrayed by a rate levied upon 
the county of the city, throughout the whole county of the city, in each case. 

But because in Cork the freeholders happen to have a franchise, the whole 
county of the city is made the city ; whereas, in Coventry, they sti’ictly limit it 
to the city and suburbs, handing over the whole of the country district to the 
county of Waiwick, and so %vith respect to other places ; Lincoln is in the same 
way, and others ; in short, learing no rural district attached to the city at all. 

6256. Practically speaking, ^vith regard to the city of Cork, it would appear 
from the evidence you have given, that the town constituency, properly so 
called, that is the inhabitants of the town and suburbs, are in fact overwhehned 
by the rural population ? — I consider that they are quite outnumbered, and that 
the intention of the legislature was not carried into effect ; for I conceive that 
the original instructions given, to include so much as would comprise' what 
may be fairly considered as part of the town or the suburbs, show the intention 
of the framers of the instructions, and that they never imagined that the rules 
which they gave would produce such opposite effects in the two countries. 

6257. In fact, is not the gi-eatest proportion of what constitutes the liberties 
of the city of Cork as much a rural population as that which belongs to the 
county at large ? — It certainly is ; I have seen persons coming to register and 
to vote in Cork that were not able to speak English. 

6258. What suggestion would you offer upon that subject? — It occurs to me 
that there are two ways which might be adopted ; either to do as in England, 
that is to say, to transfer the liberties to the county, or, if that was not 
approved of, to let the pai*ties who live in the liberties vote for the city, but 
upon a county qualification. 

G259. That in order to entitle them, if they should continue part of the con- 
stituency of the city, they should have a qualification equal to that possessed by 
voters for the county at large 'i — Yes. 

0-4<5. 003 G260. It 
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6260. It appears that the houses tliroughout this rural district are of very 
inferior value ? — A very large number of them ai-e. 

6261. That would appear to render it unfit that tlie qualification of the inhar. 
bitants of the district should be that of householders ?— It appeared to me to be 
a bad reason foi; adding the householders of the liberties, that there had pre- 
viously been a large number of rural voters. I think that was rather against 
it than in favour of it. I do not think that, because there had been a large 
number of rural voters before as freeholders, they should therefore add such 
an immense number more as householders ; particularly as a householder, being 
but a labourer, may live in a cabin of the most insignificant value, and yet have 
as much ground as would amount in value to 10/., or that he would represent 
to be so. 

6262. Has this subject been under the consideration of the rate-payers of the 
county of the city of Cork ? — The propriety of separating the city from the liber- 
ties has been often suggested, and has recently come under the consideration of 
a committee of rate-payers, with other matters of domestic concern. Under the 
late Grand Jmy Act several legal questions have been raised, and difficulties 
have occurred with respect to the relative circumstances under it in which the 
city and liberties would be placed, and they are at this moment canvassing one 
question, amongst others, whether it would not be judicious to transfer the liber- 
ties to the county. I will not say that that is the general opinion, but there are 
many of the people belonging to the liberties who are very anxious for it, and 
many of the city persons are anxious also. It is under consideration at present. 

6263. Are they anxious that there should be some legislative ai-rangement 
upon the subject ? — ^They certainly are quite anxious for that. 

6264. Do you think the inhabitants of the city and liberties of Cork would be 
disposed to aid the Government in any measure of that kind r — I am sure they 
would ; thev seem to me to be acting in a most satisfactory manner. The persons 
appointed were nominated without any regard whatever, beyond the mere local 
interests of their respective places of the city and the liberties. 

6265. Win you mention the next point in which you think it would be de- 
sirable that the Irish Reform Act should be amended ?— The next point would 
decidedly be a revision of the registration ; in that all people concur. 

6266. With regard to the tribunal for registering, do you consider that it 
would be of advantage to have that duty severed from the functions of an assist- 
ant barrister ?— 1 think it would. 

6267. Do you think it exposes the judicial office to any degree of suspicion 
by any portion of the community, that political functions have devolved upon 
it ? — I think it inevitably does. 

6268. Do you think it would be an improvement to have the registering or 
revising barrister appointed by the judges of the land, rather than by a political 
officer, such as the Lord Lieutenant necessarily is ? — I think so ; I do not see 
why the Enghsh law should be departed from in that respect. 

6269. You think assimilation in that respect to the English law would be of 
advantage to Ireland, and would produce a body of revising barristers less sub- 
ject to political bias? — Yes ; and more generally satisfactory. 

6270. Would not the judges, from their knowledge of the men in the profes- 
sion, be able to make a better selection with regard to capability, and know- 
ledge, and station, and character ? — I take for granted that they would. 

6271. Do you think that the,circumstance of Committees of the House 
of Commons in many cases not thinking it right to open the register, as it is 
called, to subject the qualifications to any examination before the Committee, 
renders it more necessary to have a power of appeal and an annual revision ? — 
I have no doubt of it. With respect to the city of Cork, the effect of the deci- 
sions which have taken place under the present system would be to make the 
persons who, in the confusion of the first registration, got their names placed 
upon the register without right, voters for life, and in this way : By the Reform 
Act the voters for the city of Cork are at liberty to register, either in the city 
of Cork or at any of the towns of Mallow, Fermoy, Middleton, or Kantm-k. 
By the 27 th section it is provided, “That a certificate of a former registr)'^ 
under this Act shall be deemed and taken to be primd fade evidence of the 
right of voting ; and that any person having given notice of his intention to 
register anew under this Act, shall, upon producing or causing to be produced 
such former certificate at the sessions for that purpose to be held, be entitled 
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and admitted to register his vote, and to obtain a new certificate under this Act, 
without further proof or oath, unless cause to the contrary shall appear.” 

6272. Adverting to the circumstance of there being five places at which 
registration may be conducted, and referring to the peculiar wording of that 
clause, namely, “ producing or causing to be produced ” a certificate of registry 
under the Act ; do you conceive that that opens a door to frauds with regard 
to putting upon the registry persons not entitled ?— I consider that a person can 
give a notice, beginning at one of the towns, say Middleton, and if there is no 
opposition to him, if the witnesses are not there to oppose him, he is registered 
as a matter of course ; if there is opposition to him he retires, and he gives 
notice at another sessions for Fermoy, and so goes on till the opposite party, 
whichever side it may be, ceased to be at the expense, which they could not 
afford, of carrying witnesses to the place in order to meet it, and then he pro- 
duces liis certificate and is registered, and once there he will continue for eight 
years more. 

6273. In short, he has only to go about and watch his opportunity, and when 
he finds the party interested in opposing him, no matter which party it may 
be, are not present or have not their witnesses, he then produces his certificate 
and gets registered ? — Certainly. 

6274. That opens a door to fraud to either party that might be disposed to 
practise it ? — Obviously. 

6275. Will you particularize what species of revision you would suggest? — 
I think the first revision should be one such as is now in England, -with a slight 
difference, which I shall mention. I think that every voter should, at the first 
revising sessions, be at liberty to question the rights of any person appearing 
upon the registration. But I think he ought to be subject to be charged with 
costs if it should appear to the revising barrister that he did so without any 
reasonable cause. 

6276. So that at the same time you give an opportunity of questioning the 
qualification of any individual voter, you would check the vexatious exercise 
of it by subjecting the party to costs, if the registering barrister considered it 
frivolous or vexatious ?— Yes. Then with respect to subsequent registrations, 
I think that no man who had gone through the ordeal, and had ascertained his 
qualification and obtained his certificate, should be questioned, unless there was 
a change in the circumstances under which he was originally registered. 

6277. That is, unless he should part with the whole or with part of his quali- 
fication, or unless something occurred subsequent to his being registered that 
gave occasion for questioning it ? — ^Yes, exactly so. 

6278. It is part of your suggestion that there should be an appeal against 
improper admissions upon the registry, as well as against improper rejections ? — 
Certainly ; that I will come to presently. I was contrasting the first registra- 
tion and subsequent ones. I was going on to say, that whenever a person had 
a right to register, there should be an appeal against that, and in the same 
manner that there should be an appeal by the party whose vote should be 
rejected. 

6279. To whom would you suggest that appeal should be ?—-I thin k to the 
judge of assize, as it is now. 

6280. Then, the law being altered so as to give an appeal against improper 
admissions as well as against improper rejections, you would preclude a pai-ty, 
as you have just now suggested, from questioning, at any subsequent revision, 
the right of a party who had been originally put upon the register, and you 
would confine liim to matters subsequent to the registry } — That is what appears 
to me to be judicious. 

6281. And subject him to costs in case the judge or the revising barrister 
should consider his objection to be frivolous or vexatious ? — I think so. 

6282. Would you have all persons who died or lost their franchise struck off 
annually from the register } — I would have an annual revision of the registration 
for that purpose. 

6283. With respect to the place of registering'; would you make any alteration 
in that ? — Certainly, as far as relates to Cork. Instead of compelling people to 
wander about the countiy, or pennitting those who may -wish to get then* names 
upon it without right, and putting those that oppose them to the expense of 
sending witnesses to distant places, I would have it in Cork. 

004 6284. Were 
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My.J. C. Besnard. 6284. Were not these defects pointed out at the time the Reform Bill was 

under discussion ? — They were ; both the want of the annual revision and the 

1 3 March 1 838. other. When the Bill was first published, it occiUTed to me that those were two 
very great grievances, and would be likely to operate very unjustly, the one 
generally and the other locally ; and I prepai’ed some obseiwations, of which 
I have a copy in. my hand, with the concurrence of the common-council of Cork, 
as their observations, and, in order to induce attention to them, had them 
pi-inted, and sent to each member of the Government, and to each of the law- 
officers of the Crown, copies of tliem ; and the two passages that relate to 
the circumstances I have mentioned bear exactly upon the present state of 
affairs. 

6285. What is the date of that document ? — The first Irish Bill to which it 
relates was printed by order of the House of Commons on the 30 th June 1831 . 
This document bears date 29 th of July 1831 . The first observation relates to 
that part of the Bill which required the citizens of Cork to go to such distant 
places, and it is this : “ According to this provision, any person who shall not 
have registered at the first special sessions must, at any other time of the year 
than the month of September, go off to some of those distant places, in the county 
of Cork, from 1 2 to 30 miles, and take with him his papem and witnesses to prove 
the sufficienc}^ of his claim ; and any person who is desirous to resist the achnis- 
sion of a registry, must either employ an agent at the county sessions, or go off 
himself to the place where the sessions are to be held, and take witnesses with 
him ; and tliose officers whose business it shall be to keep in charge the records 
of the city registries, must go the circuit of every sessions for the puiqDose of 
receiving and making entries of tlie affida^dts that may be sworn. It would not 
be very ejtsy to devise a system of proceeding more calculated to produce incon- 
venience, expense and confusion, and which appears to be at the same time so 
\mcalled for. The registiy of freeholds for the city of Cork has hitherto been 
made before the recorder of Cork ; a judge whose talents and integrity are 
attested by the united opinion of the bench and the bar of this country. That 
gentleman sits in sessions of the peace in the city of Cork once a week through- 
out the yeai’, and holds pleas in civil rights of unlimited amount. A citizen of 
Cork, as he now acquires a right to vote, registers it before him. It must have 
been inadvertently that the BiU was so framed as, at the same time, slightingly to 
supersede such an officer, and to deprive the citizens of Cork of the opportunity to 
register their votes, as their right shall from time to time occur. ” Then with 
respect to the annual revision, the observations submitted were these : “ By the 
proposed Bill it appears as if it were sufficient to have registered within eight 
years next before tlie teste of the writ of election. It is to be apprehended that 
if such a distant registry be permitted, a main object of the Bill will be in a great 
measure defeated, namely, to make generally known all persons who- are really 
voters. It has been already found, with respect to 40 s. freeholders registered 
for Cork, that the greatest difficulty occurred to determine, of those appearing 
on the panel, how many really continued to be voters : the names of those 
registered within eight years were annually published, but of that number, by 
reason of deaths and removals, re-registries and registries of distinct freeholds, the 
largest portion ceased to be efficient votes. The same ill consequences, but to a 
much more injurious extent, would result from the present Bill. Mere annual 
tenants are by the proposed Act qualified to repster, and being once registered 
•their names must continue on the list for the eight years, and be annually pub- 
lished during that time among the entire body of voters. What an immense 
number of names must be accumulated in eight years in the city, suburbs, and 
liberties of Cork, if the successive tenants of every house, warehouse, or lot of 
land let at 10?. per annum, within that period, are to be at liberty to register 
and remain in the list. Tlie confusion and expense which such a continually 
increasing list must occasion would be quite formidable. If the registry is to 
last for eight years, there ought at least to be a rerision once a year, in some 
such manner as directed by the 14 th section of the Bill intended for Scotland.” 

6286. Does that document appear upon the face of it to have had the sanc- 
tion of the corjjoration ? — It had ; a copy of it was sent with a letter from the 
mayor of the day to each of the members of Government, and the law- 
officers of the Crowm. 

6287. Was any notice taken of it? — There were answers received; I believe 

the 
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the usual answer, that the subject would be taken into consideration, but that 
was all. 

6288. Was any reason assigned why the first suggestion, irith respect to 
tang tlie registration of the city of Cork before the recorder, was not adopted f 



6289. Do you know that there was a reason assigned, though it may not have 

been m any written communication to the corporation, for not allowing the 
recorder of Cork to be the registering officer; that the reeorder not being a 
fa 1° a .’ appointed by the corporation, would not be bound to act ?— 
1 heard that it was because he was a corporate officer, but I cannot say that it 
was from authority. ^ 

6290. You do not know that any such reason was assigned to the cor- 
poration ?— They got no answer to it further than that the individuals to whom 
the observations were addressed replied that they should be taken into con 
sideration. 



(i29i._ How or where was it that you heard that that reason was assigned'— 
I think It was Mr. Callaghan told me. 

6292. Who did you understand assigned that reason?— I took it for granted 
that it was the Government that had determined upon it. 

6293. Tlmt however would afford no reason for not having the registration in 

the city of Cork, though it might not be conducted by the recorder ^ — No I do 
not think it would. ’ 



6294. And it would not apply at all to the other observations, as to the im- 
portance of an annual revision ? — Not in the least. 

6295. Tile Committee have had some evidence already with respect to an 
improvement in the manner of making out the lists of persons who propose 
to claim to register ; will you state in detail what your view of that amendment 
would be f The adoption of the English law. In England voters are classed 
those who vote in right of property, or as connected with property, as house- 
holders, in lists made out parochially, or in other districts— parochially I believe 
in general ; and those voters who do not vote in right of property, as freemen 
are made out in separate lists. I would recommend that parochial lists should 
be made out, and that lists of other voters should be made out separately ; that 
each list, whether parochial or othei-wise, should be itself in alphabetical order ; 
at present the whole mass is put into one list, creating the greatest confusion 

6296. Without reference to the nature of the qualification, or the place of 

abode ?— Yes. Then I would suggest that it should be as it is in England, that 
each parochial list should be sent unencumbered by the list of names belonging 
to other places to the public officers of the parish, so that the people of that 
parish, when they came to look at the men who were claimants, should not have 
to look through the names of people whom they could not possibly know any- 
thing about, in order to select those whom they really might be expected 
to know. ^ 



6297. In this respect your suggestion would be an assimilation of the Irish law 
to the English ? — ^Exactly. 

G298. May there not be in Ireland some difficulty by reason of not havino- 
officers corresponding to overseers of the poor, whose duty it should be to make 
out lists in the parish ? My attention has been directed to larger towns. In 
England the overseers of the poor make out the lists annually in the first 
instance, and no man has the ti-ouble of putting in a claim whom the overseer 
of the poor finds in his book as rated at 10 1 . ; he, of course, gives the name of 
every person of that description, and then such a person is not questioned. 
People are at liberty to claim, besides that ; and if the overseer of the poor 
considers that any individual has no real claim, he has a right to mark “objec- 
tion,” and then the subject comes before the revising barrister. If any voter 
wishes to object to a claimant he must giye a written notice of it, and the 
names objected to are all published by themselves, so that attention is di-awn to 
the questionable votes, and to no otliers. The questionable votes of each parish 
are easily distinguished ; those who are not objected to have no trouble, not 
even as with us, to go and attend in their own person to give proof, and answer 
questions. If the pulilic officer returns them, and nobody objects to them, they 
stand as matter of course. 

G299. That appears accompmiied by this double advantage, that the persons 
that would be exposed to question at the registry would be apprized beforehand, 

0 -4B. p p and 
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Mr.J. C.Be<.,rd. and prepared to meet the objeetions ; trtiilst those who might be 

keeping the constituency upon a band fide footing, would have then attention 

13 March 1838. dram to cases that were questionable, and not be distracted by having such a 
crowd of names brought before them, in which they could have no interest, and 
which could Jiave no other effect than that of puzzling them r— I think that 
would be the effect of the change I propose. 

6 too. Although we have not in Ireland, at present, overseers of the poor, and 
therefore not precisely the same machinery which they ha,ve available in Eng- 
land, our Irish Poor-Law BiU being only now in transit through the House of 
Commons • have we not in Ireland some machinery available, though not so 
efficient as that 'r-In every county of a city, and in eveiy county, you of course 
have collectors of rates, collectors of grand jury cess, and therefore, so far as 
regards counties and counties of cities, there would he public officers who coidd 
be referred to. There are other places which ai-e under the operabon of the Act 
of 9 Geo 4 c 82 the Paving and Lighting Act for Ireland ; and there are col- 
lectors of those rates, who in those places might be substituted for the present 

for overseers of the poor. ^ c .x^ 

6-^01. Then vour idea is, that we might avail ourselves at present of the ser- 
vices of the officers to whom you have referred, for the purpose of having the lists 
made out preparatory to the registering sessions?— I think so, so far as relates 
to counties of cities and of towns, and to towns m which the 9 th of Geo. 4 , 
c 82 , has been brought into operation. I beheve there are some boroughs pos- 
sessing the elective franchise which are not circumstanced m either of those 

™6qo2. 'VVhich are neither counties of cities nor counties of toivns,^ nor have 
applied to come under the operation of the 9 th of Geo. 4 . r— Yes ; in some of 
those there may be, and I believe there are, local Acts under which there are 

°°6To*q. in your iudgment, if there were a reference to some such standard^ 
that of being rated to the poor-rate, or rated for county purposes, or for the 
purposes of city ta-xation, woidd a reference to such standard as that, upon the 
subfect of the elective franchise, tend very much to prevent pequry ™d fraud, 
and the getting rid of that constituency which is not bona fide P —1 think it 

would have the happiest effects in Ireland for all parties. _ 

6304. At present there must be a great deal of imposition, and not very cor- 
rect swearing, upon the subject of value i-AYhen persons go to value houses or 
lands for the purpose of valuation, they do it in a calm, deliberate manner, in a 
way that persons who go for political purposes connected with pohtical objects 
to value do not; I am sure that honest men on both sides, when a pohticffi 
object is mingled with it, and they merely go for the purpose of ascertaining it 
with a view to the franchise, will differ when they reaUy would not if they 
were calmly to exercise their judgment as valuators for the purpose of taxation 
I think it is very hard; it is putting the person who is to judge of the real 
value into a most difficult dilemma very often. 

6305. You consider that persons that go upon the spur of themoraent as upon 
the occasion of a registry,do it probably hastily, and likewise do it under the bias to 
which you have referred i— That is one reason, and there are others. ^ order 
to ascertain the value of a house, it has always been understood that it should 
be looked at very minutely, that the person should go into it ; and one of the 
first inquiries always made is, " Were you in it r But I think that, under the 
present circumstances of Ireland, any persons who wished to asrertain the value 
for the purpose of checking an overvalue, would find it very difficult to get into 
houses ; an opportunity of ascertaining the value would scarcely be afforded to 
them, without some risk of personal conflict; and when it really comes to the 
difference between 8 1 . and 10 I, it is impossible to determine it without going 
into the house, and viewing it in a very minute way, in so minute a way ^ 
would not be permitted. I think all that would be avoided by what I have 

suffffested, and many unpleasant contentions would be prevented. 

6306. Upon the occasion of rating, for the pm-poses of the relief of the pool 
or the local taxation, would you allow a party to appeal if he was omitted from 
the valuation, and thought he ought to be rated ?— My notion is, that Payment 
of rate should be the p-imd facie test. If a party said or imagined that he had 
been undervalued, for the political purpose of excluding him from the registiy, 
he should be at liberty to appeal to the sessions, or any other tribunal thought 
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more proper, and in like manner that he should be at liberty to appeal if he 
was overvalued. 

6307. Then, gmng that right of appeal to any party who considered that he 
ought to be rated for the purpose of the relief of the poor or the local taxation, 
you think that would secure to every man who really was entitled to the Iran- 
chise an opportunity of enjoying it? — I think so. 

6308. You have stated that you would have the lists made out pai-ochially, 
furnished to the different districts, for the purpose of enabling the inhabitants 
to have a more effectual check ; would you make any change in the actual mode 
of putting upon the register ?— Decidedly ; I would recommend that they should 
register parochially. At present a person who only sees what goes on in 
England, can hardly have an idea of the confusion that occurred in the city of 
Cork at the first registration ; persons -residing in the most distant pai-ts from 
each other were called, one after another, according to the accident of the 
initial letter of the name. 

6309. Would you^ have any corresponding alteration in the mode of taking 
the poll at elections r — Yes, the very same ; there are a number of advantages 
attending a disl^ct arrangement. The barrister may fix to bring on a district or a 
parish at one time, and the people of that parish only, and the witnesses of that 
parish only, have then to attend ; whilst, at present, the parties from all the city 
of Cork, and the witnesses from every parish in the city of Cork, must be present 
at the same moment, for no man can tell who will be called next, whether it 
will be a resident of the liberties, or of this or that parish ; and in like manner, 
when the polling comes to be taken, there is just the same confusion.- The 
voters are classed merely by the accident of the initial of their names. 

6310. Chairman^ It has been said there are as many as 210 voters of the 
name of Murphy upon the poll at this moment. Under those circumstances, is 
it not exceedingly difficult to prevent persons, if they shah so think fit, from 
voting, who really ai’e not the individuals supposed to be voting ? — So it appears 
to me ; I have no doubt it must be veiy difficult. I think that any check by 
detection of the individual, and a prosecution under the Act, would be quite 
out of the question, unless by the merest accident some person happened to be 
present who knew both the individual and the facts. 

6311. Mr. Serjeant J^aclson.] It appears from your former evidence, that 
although in the counties at large, and counties of cities, and also in towns which 
have applied to be placed under the operation of the 9th Geo. 4, there are 
officers who might furnish _ lists of persons that pay rates, yet there are some 
few places in Ireland in which tiiere are no officer’s who might be made avail- 
able for that purpose. W'hat could you suggest with regard to those places ? — 
With respect to those, I think the registering banister must deteimine it accord- 
ing to the evidence ; but there, and indeed with respect generally to value, I 
think it would be well to take the mode of valuation that is proposed by the 
60th section of the Poor Law Bill, which runs thus: ‘'That every such 
rate shall be made upon an estimate of the net annual value of the several 
hereditaments rated thereunto ; that is to say, of the rent at which, one year 
with another, the same might in their actual state be easily expected to be 
let from year to yeai-, all rates, taxes, and public charges, if any, and the probable 
average annual cost of the repairs, insurance, and other expenses, if any, neces- 
sary to maintain the hereditaments in their actual state, being paid bv the 
tenant.” 

6312. Then, in those cases where the former means were not available, you 
would have the registeiing or reforming barrister act^vith reference to that 60th 
section, and ascertain the value upon that ? — Yes. 

6313- With regard to the object of parochial notices of registering, how 
would you provide for the inconvenience and loss of time of persons who would 
have to stay in court till their parish was called, which might happen in a ver)^ 
extensive district like Cork to be several days r — I think tlm barrister, seeing a 
number of persons to be registered, and the number of persons objected to, 
and being limited then in his operations to those who should be objected to, 
could make a very good calculation of the time at which a pai-ticular district 
or parish should come on : he might fix pai-ticular days or portions of days for 
each. 

6314. Ckaiman.'] Is it not the custom now with the rerising barristers in 
counties in England to state beforehand the different days upon which they 
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Mr. J. C. Besnard. will attend at different places to proceed with the registration r — So I under- 

6315. Would not the same arrangement, jmtatis mutandtis, be easily appli- 
cable in a large city like Cork ? — Decidedly ; and nothing could be worse than 
the present. 

6316. Then, supposing the days first of all arranged for each parish should 
happen to be insufficient, would it not be possible to have supplementary days 
of registration after the conclusion of the regular circuit ? — Yes, it would. 

6317. But, upon the whole, even the fact of having that supplementary 
registration would be more convenient for the great body of voters than the 
exceeding uncertainty in which they axe now placed as to when their claims will 
come on ? — Certainly. There is a regulation in the Irish Reform Act which is 
very absurd to my mind. The barristers are bound to go regularly through the 
hst three times. If a man does not happen to be there the very moment 
his name is called, they have to go through the whole list before they come to 
him again. 

6318. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.'] According to the provisions of the Irish 
Reform Bill, it is the duty of the assistant barrister, on whom the duty of 
registry devolves, to proceed, before he enters upon any other branch of the 
business, to the business of registering; and he is bound to call over the entire 
list of claimants to register three times before he goes on any other branchy of 
business, and that involves the necessity of the whole body of claimants coming 
to the court at the same time? — Very often he runs through the whole list, and 
a man at the end of the alphabet finds his name called sooner than he expected. 

6319. Would you consider it a good arrangement to allow each man, as he 
came in, to offer himself to be admitted to register, if he made out his case to 
the barrister, and then to go on to others ? — I think a district arrangement would 
be the best ; but if there was any interval, then it would be fair to allow a man 

0 come in ; but the district arrangement would be the best. 

6320. Would not the allowing any person that presented himself in that way 
to be registered, no matter to what district he belonged, have this tendency, 
that it might take by surprise those persons that might have to oppose that 
man ?— It might, certainly ; and therefore I think the district registration is 
the best. 

6321. Because if you- were to allow an opportunity for persons coming in 
occasionally to tender themselves, it would be in the power of persons that 
wanted to escape investigation to watch their opportunity, when the persons 
they knew to be interested in opposing them, and witnesses prepared to give 
evidence against them, had turned their backs, to tender themselves to the 
barrister ? — That might be the consequence. 

6322. Do you happen to know that a great many respectable persons abstain 
from imposing upon themselves the trouble and loss of time of tendering them- 
selves to register, in consequence of the loss of time connected with it^ — I am 
sure of it. 

6323. Are there any other suggestions you would offer for the purpose of 
improving the state of the registration law? — There are some minor jioints, but 

1 t h in k it is not worth while to trouble the Committee with them. 

6324. Would you alter the law as it now stands upon the subject of the right 

of voting immediately after registration ? — I would certainly think it judicious 
to have every man vote as soon as the claimant was registered; but then I 
would recommend that the Irish law should be made to correspond with the 
English, and that is, that he should be 12 mouths in possession of the house 
before he registered. In Ireland a man need be six months in possession only 
before he registers, but then he must be six months without voting. Now I 
think he should be 12 months in possession, and vote immediately upon being 
registered. . . , 

6325. Then your improvement in that respent would consist in the assimi- 
lation of the Irish law to the law of England ? — It would. There is another 
assimilation I would suggest : I think it w’^ould be judicious to have it required 
that whatever rates are to be paid should be paid before a given day, as na 
England. In Ireland the rates are very often paid at the very moment of 
registration, or at the very moment previous to voting. Now it would not 
depend upon voting if the law was altered as I suggest, but it would depend 
upon the registration. If there was an annual revision, the question of pay- 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




SELECT COMMITTEE ON FICTITIOUS VOTES, IRELAND. 293 

ment at the particular time of the voting would be unimportant ; it would be Nr. J. c. Besnard. 

at the time of the registration that it would be important ; and it would avoid — 

all the putting of oaths about payment of rates at the elections, if it was made ^3 ^^38- 

to depend upon the payment of rates at the time of the registration, and there 
was an annual revision. 

6326. Are you aware, that, as the law stands in England, banisters are pre- 
cluded from speaking at the registration ? — I am not aware. 

6327. Are you awai’e that in Ireland they speak at the registration } — I think 
they do allow barristers to address them. 

6328. Mr. Cuny.] Do you think that the provision contained in the 18th 
section of the Irish Reform Bill, which says, ‘‘ That no person shah, be received 
as the opposer of any claimant to register who shall not be himself either a 
registered voter, or a person who has served a notice to register, or agent duly 
authorized by such voter or claimant to appear for him," tends in practice to 
create delay I dare say there would be less talldng if that were acted upon ; 
but whether it would tend to a just decision I cannot say. 

6329. Mr.- Serjeant Jackson.] Upon the whole, you'rather think that the 
check given by having professional men would be a greater advantage than the 
saving of time, in some cases, by not having them I think there ate few prac- 
tical men capable of eliciting facts that may be necessary, except profes- 
sional men. 

6330. You are understood to say that you have submitted to the Committee 
the chief points in which you think that it would be advisable to make changes 
in the existing law in Ireland, with a view to producing a borid fide consti- 
tuency ? — I have. 

6331. Are there any others you would wish to add ?— There are no- others 
that I should think it worth while to trouble the Committee with. 

6332. Mr. Curry.] You have stated that you thought it right that the lists of 
persons applying to be registered should be sent to the officers of the different 
parishes^ ; by whom would you have those lists furnished to the churchwardens ? 

— My view would be this : I think that the different collectors should fumish to 
the clerk of the peace their lists, and that through the clerk of the peace the 
different parishes should be furnished. 

6333- Do you think it would be desirable to establish in each county in 
Ireland a kind of gazette, for the purpose of giving public notice of that, and of 
other county proceedings, to the inhabitants of the different parts of the county ? 

— I think it would be very desirable. 

6334. Have you ever turned in your mind the probable expense that would 
attend the having such county gazettes ?~No ; I feel myself quite incompetent 
to form a judgment upon that. 

^335- You ha,ve rnentioned two remedies which you think it might be useful 
to adopt, for facilitating the detection of improper persons who come forward to 
be registered. What is the distance of the most remote part of the liberties of 
Cork from Cork itself ? — Seven miles. 

6336. How near is the nearest part of the liberties to the city ? — It is indented 
in particular parts ; I should think the nearest is three miles. 

<^337- The remedy you propose would be either by transfen-ing the rural 
voters from the liberty to the countj'^ at large ; or another remedy is, that the 
rural voters should have the qualification of county voters ?— Yes. 

6338. Either of those remedies would tend to diminish the number of voters ? 

— Certainly. 

6339. as a natural consequence, to increase the influence of the other 
class of voters, such as the freemen, in the cities and counties of towns ? — It 
would of course give their votes more importance. 

6340. You are aware, that, under the operation of the Irish Reform Bill, that 
class of voters, consisting of 40 freeholders, must gi-adually diminish till they 
become extinct ? — Yes; but I should say that the 40 freeholders in Cork are 
not confined to the rural districts ; if I were to make a conjecture I would say 
that there are as many 40 s. freeholders in the city as in the liberties. 

6341. Would not that class of persons who are at present entitled to vote for 
Members for the city of Cork as householders, having a house and land attached 
to it of the yearly value of 1 0 L, be excluded from voting for either the city or 
the county at large if }^our first remedy were adopted ? — No, they would vote 
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for the county, according to my proposition, by doing as is done in the county of 
the city of Coventry, where they vote for the county of Warwick. There is a 
special provision made in the Act for it. 

6342. In what character do they vote for the county of Warwick ■— They vote 
as freeholders of Warwick. 

6343. Suppose they are not freeholders i — ^As leaseholders. 

6344. Suppose they axe not leaseholders ? — They cannot vote unless they 
have county qualifications. 

6345. Then the class of persons who now vote out of the household franchise 
would be excluded from voting either for the county or for the county of the 
city of Cork ?— Unless they happened to possess a county qualification. 

6346. Chairman.] Except with reference to the 40 5. freeholders, who have 
an interest for life only, would that produce much disqualification ; that is to 
say, would it cause many individuals who now have a vote for the city to have 
no vote at all ?— I should think there would be a good many affected by it. 

6347. That is to say, they would lose their quaMcation for the city, and not 
gain one for the county ?— Yes, I think there are many persons that now vote 
for the city as householders that would not have county qualifications. 

6348. Do you mean who have a bond fide qualification for tire city, or only a 
fictitious qualification for the city?— I think there are a good many who have a 
bond fide qualification for the city that would not have a county qualification ; 
but there are a great many also that are fictitious votes that would be excluded. 

6349. That alteration would tend to disqualil}^ as electors of any Member of 
Parliament, a certain number of persons ? — It would have that effect, un- 
doubtedly ; but then I consider that it is only the effect that was intended. 

6350. Mr. Seijeant Jachson:] Do you consider that the effect of that would 
be to exclude from the enjoyment of the elective franchise persons who aa-e of 
such a condition as to make it desirable that they should possess it I do not. 

6351. Do you think, on the other hand, the effect of it would be to purge the 
registry from persons who really are not a desirable constituency in point of 
property and qualification ? — That is my idea of it. My notion is that the 
parties themselves would not be at all injured by it, but very often served. 

6352. Would it be a portion of the rural population that w^ould be excluded 
by your proposition, or of the urban population r — I think the rural population 
would be excluded,, the others would not. 

63.53. The effect would not be to deprive the urban population now enjopng 
the franchise ? — No. 

6354. Are they not an objectionable class of persons, generally speaking, w^ho 

do not possess the requisite qualification for the county, but who happen to be 
upon the register by reason of their being included within the liberties of the 
city of Cork?— I really cannot say whether there may not be a considerable 
number of verj’’ respectable people who do not possess county qualification, 
because a man may have a large farm, but not exactly such a tenure as would 
give him county qualification. - ’vt t 

6355. Are you able to speak from your knowledge upon that subject .' — No, 1 

am not. , ^ . 

6356. Mr. Curry.'] Does your anxiety to have none but a respectable proper 
constituency remaining upon the register extend also to putting improper free- 
men off the register ?— Indeed I should be very glad that parties who do not 
exercise their own judgment, but are influenced by improper motives, should be 
got rid of. 

6357. Evenfreemen? — Even freemen. _ 

6358. But still under the existing law there is no provision for freemen being 

put off the register at any time ? — No, there is not. „ 1. • • 5 

6359. Neither of the remedies you have proposed would affect their rights r 
— It would not. 

6360. Your plan would tie to have the whole of the registry of voters for the 
county of the city of Cork conducted in the town of Cork itself.' Certainly, 

6361. That the revising barrister should sit there ? — Undoubtedly. 

6362. Were you rightly understood to say, tliat you would permit an appeal 
from the revising barrister to a judge ? — ^Yes. 

6363. That you are aware does not exist in England r — lam awai’e that it does 
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6364. In that respect then you would vaiy it from the English practice ?— 
Yes. 

6365. Now applying that principle to a more extensive district, to the county 
of Cork, would you be disposed to have different places appointed for the revising 
barristers to attend, with a view to the contiguity of the districts or parishes, 
the voters of which they were to register ?— I should think it would be desirable. 

6366. Would you in those cases also give the right of appealing to the judge 
of assize :* — I would. 

6367. Do not you think that that right of appeal would be productive of great 
hardship and inconvenience to voters in attending at the assizes to have then- 
appeals disposed of I think it would occasion some inconvenience ; but persons 
have so much occasion to come at the assizes to the county town, that I do not 
think itwould amount to the excessive inconvenience that mightat first be thought. 

6368. What is the average distance of the city of Cork from the outer boun- 
daries of the county ? — I cannot tell the average distance, for it is very unequal. 

6369. What is the greatest distance ? — I suppose it is 7 o miles. 

6370. Are you rightly understood to say, that all the persons who might 
come before the revising barrister to have their votes put upon the register, are 
persons liltely to have business in Cork during the assizes ■— I by no means 
mean to say so ; but a great many of them would. 

6371. Would half of them ? — It would be hard to make a computation in that 
way. 

6372. Would one-fourth of them ? — I really do not know. 

6373. Are not you aware that a great number of persons entitled to register 
for counties refuse to come up upon an appeal, in consequence of the inconve- 
nience and loss of time it puts them to ? — I am not aware of it • I know scarcely 
anything about the county. 

6374. Mr. Seijeant As the law now stands, are you aware that 

there is an appeal on one side, that is, against improper rejections ; and the 
parties interested in those appeals must come up to the assize town, and appear 
before the judge of assize to prosecute that appeal ? — Yes. 

6375- Mr. Currj/.] Do you know whether it is the practice of Mr. Martley, 
the_ registering barrister of that district, to reject a person coming forward to 
register if he has given notices at two places in the way you have mentioned ? — 
I know scarcely anything of his practice. The first registration is the only one 
I have attended. 

6376. You stated that, by serving notices at various places, people might in 
that way get their names fraudulently upon the register r — I never heard that 
he refused to allow that to be done ; I should rather think that it is not the 
case. 

6377- You said you would make payment of rates the test of right to vote ; 
would you apply that to the class of fi-eemen also ? — Supposing it to be adopted 
with respect to the others, I would not think it unfair to apply it to the freemen 
also. 

6378. What mode would you suggest, by which practically a party whose 
vote should be improperly objected to, should have the costs he was put to in 
defending his right secured to him ?— I think the revising barrister ought to 
have power to issue his warrant to le'vy tliem. 

6379. Mr. Serjeant Jackson.] Would it not be more sure if you were to 
require a small deposit upon taking the objection ? — I think a recognizance 
would make the matter too complicated. 

63S0. It appears to be very often the practice in the city of Cork that the 
same individual registers in different rights, and that the same individual’s 
name, therefore, appears repeatedly upon the register i — Yes ; they very often 
re-register. A man re-registers as often as he pleases. 

6381. That, it appears, tends to aggravate the confusion which exists from 
the multitude of names ? — It does. 

6382. Do not you think that some of that inconvenience might be obviated 
by having sepai-ate columns for the different rights in which the party would be 
entitled to register, and only ahovdng the name of each individual to appear 
once, and setting down in the column appropriated to each species of qualifica- 
tion or right, a mark, indicating that that individual was registered in one, or 
two, or three of those lights respectfrely ? — If the proposition that I set out 
with making, that is, a district arrangement, were adopted, that would not be 
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practicable ; because he may appear in one district as a householder ; he may 
appear in another district as a leaseholder, and in a third as a freeholder ; and 
you cannot have put into one list the right in which he voted in another ; but 
I think that when a man registers, there should be some observation, or some 
mark attached to his name, signifying that he has registered twice or three 
times, to make it known that he has registered more than once. 

6383. That there should be some way of denoting to the reader that that 
individual whose name appeared in aparticular part was the same^person whose 
name appeared in such and such other parts of the list ? — I think so ; there 
ought to be some easy clue to that. 

6384. C/mrm<m.J Are you at all acquainted with the proceedings at the 
English quarter sessions, in relation to matters touching the relief of the poor ? 
—I have taken a good deal of pains to read upon that subject ; but I have never 
witnessed them. 

6385. Do you know that it frequently happens that parties, when they are 
discontented with the decisions come to by the bench of ma^strates at the 
quarter sessions, as to the settlement of a party, or any other point, demand of 
the bench, which demand the bench have a right either to assent to or dissent 
from, a special case for the opinion of the Court of Glueen’s Bench .' — I under- 
stand that to be the proceeding. 

6386. And then the Court of Queen’s Bench, when that case is drawm up, and 
sanctioned by the parties who have tried the case, decide upon the point of law 
therein involved ?— So I understand the process to be. 

6387. Now, with regard to difficult questions of law connected^ with the 
registration of voters, might not such a proceeding, under the sanction of the 
revising barrister, be adopted with -advantage ? — I think it would be a most 
advantageous arrangement. 

6388. The question applies simply to points of law, not to any other: — I am 
aware of that. 

6389. Would it not be more satisfactory to large classes w'hose right might 
be involved in decisions upon points of law, that such decisions should emanate 
from the Court of Queen’s Bench in Dublin, and not be determined by any 
individual judge upon the circuit : — I am certain of it ; it would bring about an 
uniformity of decision in a short time, which is very much to be desired. 

6390. Would it not be more likely to avoid the impression that political 
feelings are entertained, and regulate the decisions arrived at, than if those 
decisions emanate from one judge only? — Decidedly. 

6391. By that course, the law would be the same in aO. the different parts of 
the country, as ruled by the supreme court and by the supreme authority of the 
law in Ireland ? — I think that would be the natural effect, and a very desirable 
one. 

(>392. And this you thinlv might be advantageously superadded to the general 
appeal upon fact and law, united to which you have been referring to the going 
judge of assize ? — I think it might. 

6393. Mr. Serjeant Jac^s<?n.J As the law now stands in Ireland, may not 
a party who registers as a oOZ. freeholder make his affidavit before the judges of 
the superior courts, either sitting in banco or presiding upon the circuit, and 
then bring that affidavit to the quarter sessions to the assistont barrister, and 
require to be registered upon the production of that affidavit ; and as the la\^_, 
stands, is he not entitled to do so without being subject to any question what- 
ever as to the value ? — ^That is the fact. 

6394. Does not that enable persons, even those who might not possess the 
qualification of a 10 Z. leaseholder, who might have the hardihood to swear that 
they possessed a 50 Z. freehold, to get their names placed upon the register, not- 
withstanding that they had not the value of even lOZ. ? — I think so. 

6395. CAairmafi.J Have you any other observations that you wish to make 
to the Committee ? — I think the result of the changes of which I have spoken 
would be this, that an election in Ireland might, as in England, be concluded in 
two days ; I mean one day for the nomination, and one day for polling. 

6396. Do you apply that observation to counties as well as to towns? — I do; 
and I think it would be a most desirable result ; I think that the expense of 
the additional number of polling -places required would be much more than made 
up for by saving the expense attending five days polling. 

6397. You 
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6397. You think it would be very desirable to alter the duration of polls in 
Ireland ? — I think it would. 

6398. Do not you think the shortening the duration of polls to that extent 
would have the effect of preventing persons enjoying property in different coun- 
ties giving their votes ? — I am not so conversant with counties as I am with , 
cities ; but I speak of cities, and my own idea is that it could be managed in 
counties also. 

6399. Do not you think the tendency of having the polling all in one day 
might be to create very violent mobs and tumults ? — I rather think it would be 
otherwise, for I have invariably observed that it is not till the second or third day 
that the extreme intemperance is got up. 

6400. Do not you think that arises from the decision of the election being 
nearer at hand, and therefore the excitement being gi’eater ? — I rather think that 
it would not be practicable to work up the extreme of passion in one day. 

6401. You think that one day’s polling would not produce the excessive ex- 
citement which is the general cause of tumult ? — That is my opinion. 

6402. And at all events the circumstance of the poll not being protracted 
would be some stop to a system of bribery, if any exists ? — That I have no doubt of. 

6403. Mr. Seijeant Jackson.'] Do not you think the possibility of a Sunday 
intervening in the course of an election tends to demoralize the people, and to 
afford opportunities for creating excitement and disturbance? — I think it would 
be ver)"^ desirable to prevent a Sunday from intervening. 

G404. Chairman.] You would never have the nomination upon a Saturday?-^ 
No, the people are idle on that day, and that is another reason. 

Mr. John Colburn, caRed in; and further Examined. 

6405. Chairman.] HAVE you seen the list produced by Mr. Casey yesterday, 
of the poor allowed by the grand jurj'^ in 1 83 /, and who voted at the last election ? — 

I have. 

6406. Have you compared that with the poll-books, and do you find that all 
the persons in that list voted at the last election ? — I do. 

6407. How many do they amount to ? — Twenty-nine. 

[The List %vas delivered in. Vide Appendix.] 
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LORD GRANVILLE SOMERSET, in the Chair. 



Mr. Curry, a Member of the Committee, having, with the assent of the 
other Members, communicated to Mr. Moody and Mr. Wills, two of 
the barristers who presided at the registry of voters for the city of Cork 
at the first sessions held under the Reform Act, the evidence given by 
Mr. Barber, one of the witnesses examined by the Committee as to the 
conduct of those gentlemen, and the opinions expressed by them on that 
occasion ; and letters in reply having been received by -Mr. Curry from 
those gentlemen, the following extracts from the same wei’c read, and 
directed by the Committee to be placed upon the Minutes : 

Extract of LETTER from Mr. Moody, dated “ Mountjoy-square, 
Wednesday, 21 March 1838. 

“ I DEFERRED my reply to your communication respecting Mr. Barber’s evi- 
dence that I raigiit have a conversation with Wills, though I felt my own recol- 
lection was sufficiently correct. Mr. B is altogether wrong when he says I 
rejected the evidence of the paid valuators. The following occurrence took place 
the first day of our registering the claimants; a householder swore to the value 
ol his house, and one or two neighbour.e confirmed his valuation ; the Conserva- 
tive side called upon a Captain Allen ; it was stated, and I believe truly, that the 
0.46. Q Q 
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witness had been a captain in the South Cork Militia, and had been employed 
to value the houses of the different persons who had given notice of registry ; an 
objection was made by the Liberal side that he was incompetent: swearing to 
support his own statement of value, &c. &c., I ruled otherwise, that he was com- 
petent, that it might however go to his credit. He admitted, on his cross-examination, 
that he never had been in the house, and that though he had sworn on his direct 
examination he had as good a knowledge of the value as the claimant and his 
witnesses, yet this knowledge was acquired by an outside view of the house. I 
registered the claimant, not considering his evidence satisfactory, nor sufficient 
to counteract the evidence in favour of the claim. 

“ It was represented in some of the Liberal papers next morning that I had 
rejected the Captain’s testimony as altogether unworthy of credit. I took the 
first opportunity which occurred in court of contradicting this statement, observ- 
ing, I did not reject the evidence of the witness as inci'edible, but that the mere 
inspection of a house from the street, without any knowledge of the interior, the 
number of apartments, &c., was too vague for me to depend on. Shortly after 
this, one of the aldermen (whose name I forget) came into court, and thanked 
me for my explanation, as it relieved tlie witness’s mind from the aspersion which 
that morning had appeared in the paper. I w'as the more anxious to do so, 
because it appeared to me that from the then appearance of the witness his cha- 
racter might be the only means of his support. 

“ With respect to the 40 s. freeholders Mr. Barber is equally incorrect. The 
Liberals insisted on our registering those who had not been registered before, 
their rights being saved : this we refused to do; those who had certificates (the 
primd facie title) we registered according to the Act, but in no instance refused 
rebutting evidence. Wills will write for himself. I am sure Gahan ruled no 
point in dispute without our concurrence. In the present state of John’s health 
I could not leave home. 

“ Ever yours, 

(signed) “ J. Moody” 



Extract of LETTER from Mr. Wills ; dated 27, Upper Gardener-Street, 
22 March 1838. 

“ Our friend Moody has shown me your letter relative to the city of Cork 
registry, in which he and I were engaged under the Reform Act. The complaint 
against us, which your letter notices, surprises me. It is difficult to call to mind, 
or- have a distinct recollection of matters which occurred so long ago, but I am 
quite satisfied it is an utter mistake to suppose that I ever rejected any witnesses 
as to the value of property in respect to which the franchise was claimed, because 
they were paid for their services as valuators : there is not the least misgiving 
of my mind upon the subject. And I am equally satisfied that I never rejected 
any evidence, or forbore any examination, with respect to the registry of 40s. 
freeholders, that was warranted by or proper under the provisions of the Reform 
Act ; and I consider it but justice to say, for my other colleague, Mr. Gahan, who 
is absent in a distant clime, that he, I am sure, was most anxious to do what he 
felt to be right and fair, and faithfully to discharge his duty. 

“ Your letter would have been sooner answered, but that I only saw it on my 
coming to town from circuit.” 
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Appendix, No 1. 



LIST of X’BKSOHS appearing on tlic Registry as £. 10 Householdehs, in the City of Carli, who are valued in City Books under tliat Sum. 



ct 

pis 


NAM E. 


RESIDENCE. 


Out of what Registered. 


Date 

of 

Registry. 


'Value in' 
Books. 


Date of 
Valuation. 


Number in 
Valuation 


PARISH. 


2 


John Ahern 


- - wine and spirit-dealer, Domi- 


house and concerns in Dominick-st. 


13 Nov. 1832 


5 


1828 


7S9 


St. Mary’s. 


_ 


John Ahern 


victualler, Dominick-street - 














- 


John Ahem 


















Launcelot Aimstronc 


gentleman, Douglass-street 


house in Douglas-street - . - 




6 


1828 


302 






Denis Ahern - 


vintner, Dublin-street 


house in Dubiin-stre-et ... 








768 






Cornelius A hero 


vintner. Great George’s-slreet 
















Stephen Barrett 


ciiandler, York-street - - . 


dwelling-house & shop at York-street 


13 Oct, 1832 




1623 


762 






John brown 


shoemaker, Fish>sbamb!e*lane 
salter. Blarney-lane - 




16 Oct. 1835 






726 




- 


1 imotliy Broderick - 


house in Blarney-lane . . - 




6 


1833 


of 456 


Mary’s 

Anne's 




Jclin Ackley - 


cooper. Great Britain-streel - 


- - house and warehouse at Great 
Bri tain-street. 


17 Oct. 1832 


8 


1828 


1,366 




Thomas Burke - 


shopkeeper, Ciarence-street 


house and shop in Claicnee-street - 










1,21-1 






Edward Barry - 


spirit-dealer. Church-street - 


house in Church-street ... 








of 931 






Joiin Brady 


gentleman, Nicholas-street - 


house in Nicholas-street 








of 3*5 






Timothy Buckley 


shopkeeper, Douglas-street 


shop and dwelling-house. Douglas-st. 





6 




334 






Michael Buckley 


skin-buyer, Dominick-sueet 
















Edmond Barrett 


merchant, Dominick-street - 


















builder. Evergreen-street 


bouse and gaiden at Evergreen-st. • 








264 






Robert Baker - 


wool-comber. Blarney-lane - 


house and premises, Blatney-lane - 


14KOV.I832 






446 








carpenter. Coach-street 
















Edward Brien • 


carpenter, Nicholas-stieet • 


house in Nicholas-street 














JohnBuckiey • 


cooper, Covo-street - - . 
















Henry Bryan - 


shoemaker, Francis-street - 


house and shop at Francis-street 












- 


Stephen H.bremacoml 


accountant. Watercourse - 














- 




gentleman, Nicholas-street - 


house and premises, Nicholas-street 
house in George’s-street 


19 Nov. 1832 




1833 


of 375 






William Barry 


shoemaker, George’s-slieet - 






1828 


1,328 




■ 


J oseph M , bernasconi 


Nicholas-street • - . - 


- - house, back-house, and garden at 
Nicholas-street. 


18Sept.l833 


C 


- _ 


354 


Nicholas. 




Jeremiah Baker 


carpenter. Vicar-street 


house and concerns at VIcar-street 








70 




- 


Nathaniel Bonner 


weaver, Sunday’s-well-road 


dwelling-house at Sunday’s-well-road 




5 




174 






William Bra.sh - 


builder, iVIoore-street - - . 


house and concerns at Moore-street 








244 






Edmond Barry - 


stonecutter, Dunbar-street - 


dwelling-house at Dunbar-street 








C48 






Francis Bernard 


Nicliolas-strect • . . . 


housein Nicholas-street - - 








of 375 






Vtiliiam Bayley 


sexton, Sand-C]iiav ... 


house and concerns at the Sand-quay 








838 






William Barrett 


hainess-maker, Kifts-lane - 


shop at Tuckey's-street 














Henry Browne 


bookbinder, Sunday’s-well 


house at Sunday’s-well ... 












13 


Thomas Breton 


glover, Douglas-street 


house at Douglas-street - - . 









320 




Michael Bowen 


boot-maker, Dunbai-street - 


house, shop & premises, in Dunbar-sU 








of 641 




- 


Richard Brickiev 


shopkeeper, Barrack-street - 














' 


Richard Broadbridge 


coacli-makcr. Evergreen-street 


house at Evergreen-street 




8 





of 262 





- 




vintner - - - . . 










218 




' 


Thomas Bany - 


cooper, Dunbar-street 


house at Dunbar-street - - - 


21 Sept. 1836 


8 




648 


Nicholas. 


14 


Humphrey Callaghan 


publican, Blarney-lane 


house at Blarney-lane - ' - 


19 Oct. 1832 


8 


— 




Mary’s. 


15 


Cornelius Cahil 


hiixter, Paul-streel - . . 


house in Paul-street . - . 










Patrick Canty - 


corn-broker, Candon-road - 


house and concerns in Bandon-ioad 














John Clifford - 


carpenter, Sutiday’s-well 


house at Sunday’s-well . - . 














Cornelius Collbs 


siiopkccper. Blarney-lane - 


house and shop in Blarney-lane 












16 


Cornelius Collins 


accountant, Dominick-sircet 














Bartholomew Coller - 


vintner. Fair-lane - . . 


house and yard. Fair-lane 






_ 








Bartholomew Conroy 


harness-maker, luckey’s-street 


shop in luckey’s-slreet ... 









391 






John Corkery - 


broker, Kyrl’s-street - - . 


house at Kyrl’s-street ... 














Daniel Costello 


servant, Leitrim-street 


house in Leilnm-street ... 














Michael Cooney 


cooper, Douglas-street 


house in Doiiglas-siieet 















John Cremin - 


victualler, Fair-lane . . - 














- 


John Cronin - 


cooper, Douglas-street 


house at Dcuglas-strcet 














Enoch Cunnineham - 


shopkeeper, Kyrl’s-quav 


house and premises on Kyrl’s-ouav - 














George Cunningliam 


dealer, Kyri’s-quay - - - 


house on Kyrl’s-quay 












■ 


Patrick Clancy 


- - linen and cotton manufacturer. 
Clarence-street. 


house in Clarence-street ... 


3 Nov. 1832 


8 


- 


1,143 


Anne’s. 




David Cahill - 


labourer, Rawbuck’s-lane - 


housein Rawbuck’s-lane 




jj 








20 


Jolm Callaghan 


flannel manufacturer, York-tow - 














i'-ciraund Cussen 


writing clerk, York-street • 


tiouseand gardenin York-street 














Halph Clear - 


smitli, Duncan-strcct - - - 














21 


William Ciaike 


cabinet-maker, Cross-street 














Jeremiah Coleman - 


shoemaker, Blarucy-lane 


house in Blarncy-Ianc ... 













- 


J liomas Corcoian 


corn-broker. Blarney-lane - 


housein Blarney-lane ... 


9 Nov, 1882 




— 


409 




22 

0, 


John Connor - - j 

6. 


publican, Blarney-laao 


house and concern, Blarney-lano - 
K R 






“ P 


r489\ 

L49(!/ 


icmkucd) 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




Registry. 



302 



APPENDIX TO REPORT FROM THE 




Out of wliit Registered. 



PARISH. 



Registry. 



house in Slephen-street 
house and sliop, Tohin- 



of251 Nicholas. 
350 Christchurch. 
213 Mary’s. 

184 — 

442 Peter's. 

1,290 Anne’s. 

of288 Nicholas. 
of2rs — 

754 Anne’s. 

240 Peter’s. 

419 Nicholas. 
159 Mary’s. 

224 — 

589 — 

ofll2 St. F. Barr. 
1,215 Anne’s. 

585 Mary’s. 

489 Anne’s. 

34 Mary’s. 

1,407 Christchurch. 

373 Nicholas. 
434 — 

402 Mary’s. 

170 Peter’s. 

of278 Nicholas, 



mason, Stephen-street 
hair-dtesser, Tobin-street - 
gentleman, Sunday’s-well - 
writing clerk, Sunday’s-well 
musical-string-maker, Hanover- 
dealer, York-stieet 
cooper, Douglas-street 
cooper, Quaker-toad - 
carpenter, York-street 
man-servaiit, Moore-stieet - 

accountant, Sunday's-well - 
mason, Sunday’s-well 
skin-buyer. Blarney-lane 
vintner. Lough-lane • 
vintner. Clarence-street 
vintner, Old Market-place - 
viiituer, Leitrim-street 
chandler, KyrI’s-street 

vintner, Pump-lane - 
shoemaker, Shandon-street - 
accountant, Nicholas-street 
master cooper, Evergreen-street 
weaver, Blarney-lane 
Millard-street - - - 

glass-blower, Douglas-street 
coal-seller, Slaypole-road - 



house at Sundav's-well - 
house and premises, Sunda 
house in Hanover-street 
house in York-street 
house in Douglas-street - 

i i.. Qua£ev-road - 

house, shop, and concerns ’ 
' ■ ■ ■ Moore-street 






York- 



23NOV.1832 
17Sept.l833 
18Sept.l833j 
16Sept.l834| 
22 Sept.1835 I 



house and yard at Cove-street 
dwelling-house at Sunday’s-well 
house, «c. at Sunday’s-wel) - 
house, &c. at Blarney-lane 
house at Lough-lane 
liouse in Clarence-street 
dwelling-house at Old Market-plac 
house at Leitrim-street - 
house and concerns at Kyrl’s-street 

dwelling-house, Pump-lane 
house at Shandon-street 
house & premises at Nicholas-street 
warehouse & premises atTraverse-st 
house and concerns at Blarney-lane 
house and concerns at Millaid-stree 
house at Douglas-stree 

- - house and warehous 

house and premises, Di 
house at Cross-street 
house at Watercourse 
' house at Boyce’s-stree- 
I liouse at Cattle-market-streec 
I - - dwelling-house and warehouse, 
I Great Britain-street. 

I house and yard at Dominick-street • 

- - dwelling-house, concerns and yard, 
Douglas-street. 

dwelling-house, Great Britain-street 
dwelling-liouse at Blarney-lane 



John Crowley - 
Jeremiah Coleman 
William Calianan 
Denis CronSn - 
Henry Carr 
John Clarke 
Thomas Clarke 
Patrick Cantillon 



2N0V.1835 
1 Jan. 1836 
29Mar.lS36 
1 Apr. 1830 



; Maypole- 



709 Anne’s 
779 Peter’s 
054 Anne’s 
of 607 Mary’s 
013 — 

1,280 Anne’s 



vintner, Dublin-street 
cabiuet-maket, Cross-str 
vintner. Watercourse - 
publican, Boyce’s-stieet 
publican, Cattlc-market- 
tanner, Great Britain-str 



Thomas Corkeran 
William Clarke 
David Cahill - 
Matthew Coleman 
Daniel Callaghan 
Denis Daly 



I 732 Mary’: 
|of279 Nicho! 



victualler, Dominick-street 
vintner, Douglas-street 

corn-dealer. Great Britain-s 
wool-comber, Blarney-lane 



Patrick Driscoll 
James Drummy 






houses valued 



Christchurcli. 

Paul's. 

Mary’s. 

Nicholas. 



397 

of357 



harness-maker, Hanover-street 
carpenter, Half-moon-street - 
victualler, Sunday’s-well 
marble-mason, Douglas-street 
spirit-dealer, York-street 
cooper. Clarence-street 
shopkeeper, Barrack-street - 
glazier, Bachelor’s-quay 
laboai'er, Black Pool . - . 

corn-factor, Bandon-road - 
chapman anddealer, Kyrl’s-street 
dealer, Kyrl’s-street - - • 

I brush-maker, Kyrl-street 
1 shoemaker, Fishambie-lane 
cordwainer, Fish-shamble-lane 
shopkeeper, Market-street - 
bookseller, Paul-street 
cabinet-maker, Coach-street 
vintner, Douglas-street 
shopkeeper, Barrack-street - 
vintner, Douglas-street ' - 
victualler, New-lane - 
vintner, Mallowriane - 
gentleman. Blarney-lane 
tailor. Barrack-street 
linen-draper, York-street - 
shoemaker, Tuckey’s-street - 
painter, French Church-street 
brush-maker, Kyrl’s-street - 
stone-cutter, Douglas-street 
accountant, DoiigTas-street - 
carpenter, Dean-street 
vintner, Langford-row 
cordwainer, Donovan-sfreet 
stone-cutter, Kemp-street - 
shopkeeper, Francis-street - 
butter-mercliant, North Chapel-s 
pawnbroker, Blamey-lane - 
sawyer, Bishop-street - 
potato-vendor, John-street - 
labourer, Blarney-lane 
shopkeeper, Parliament-street 
slater, Barrack-street - 
builder, Pope’s-quay - 
undertaker, Dominick-street 



house at Half-moon-street 
house at Sunday’s-well - • - 

house at Douglas-street 
dwelling-house at York-street - 
house at Clarence-street - 
house and shop at Barrack-street - 
shop at Bachelor’s-quay 
house at Black Pool - - - 

house at Bandon-road - - - 

house and siiop at Kyrl’s-street 
houses and premises at Kyrl’s-street 
' house and concerns at Kyrl’s-street - 
shop at the Royal Arcade 
- - - ditto . - - . 

house at Market-street - . - 

shop at Paul-street ... 

house in Coach-street ... 
dwelling-house at Douglas-street • 
house at Banack-street • . . - 

house at Douglas-street - - - 

house at New-lane ... 

house at Mallow-lane - . - 

house at Blarney-lane - 
house at Barrack-street . . - 

house at York-street . . . 

shop at the Royal Arcade 
warehouse in Williams-street - 
house at Kyrl’s-street . - - 

house and yard at Douglas-street • 
house at Douglas-street - . - 

house at Dean-street . . - 

house at Langford-row - - - 

house at Donovan-street 
house at Kemp-street . - - 

house and yard at Francis-street 
house at North Chapel-street - 
house and premises at Blarncy-Iaue - 
house at Bishop-street - - - 

bouse and ground at John-street 
house at Blamey-lane - . 

shop at Parliament-street 
house at Barrack-srreet . . - 

house at Pope’s-quay . . - 

warehouse at Dominick-street - 



William Donovan 
John Dale 
John Daly 
George Davis - 
Matthew Duliig 
John Donoghue 
John Dowd 
John Donoghue 
Thomas Dromy 
John Davies 



326 
749 
1,250 
of 95 
66 
of765 
91 
26 



19 Nov. 1832 

20 Nov.1832 
23 Nov. 1832 



Nicholas. 

Mary’s. 

Anne’s. 

St. F. Ban. 



12 
of 348 



Robert Dixon - 
Peter Denahy - 
Denis Denaliy 
Michael Deaiy 
Patrick Daly - 
Michael Dorgau 
David Duffe 
John Donoghue 
Henry Doyle - 
Thomas Delohery 
Daniel Denahy 
Patrick Denny 
John Donovan 
Thomas Dunn - 
Matthew Dwyer 
Allen Dixon - 
Robert Dixon - 
William Ellis - 
James Enright - 

Michael Enright 
William Flaherty 
Patrick Fitzgerald 
Patrick Toohy - 
Thomas Forde - 
John Cronan Fairy - 
Thomas Fane - 
James Fitzgerald 
DenU Flynn - 
Richard Fenny 
Thomas Foley - 
Edward Featherstone 
William Flanagan - 



Cbristchuicb. 



25 Sept. 1835 

26 Sept.1835 
1 Jan. 1836 

28 Mar. 1836 
I 29 Mar. 1836 
I 1 Apr. 1836 
I 20 June 1836 
j 2lSept.l83C 



162 
^ofl86 
278 
276 
of 95 
320-21 
Of607 
804 
449 
of 32 
724 
of348 
435 



Nicholas. 

Christchurcli. 

Paul’s. 

Nicholas. 



30 Oct. 1832 
13NOV.1832 
16 Nov. 1832 
22 Sept.1835 
81 Oct. 1832 
12 Nov.1832 



St. F. Barr. 
Nicholas. 



349 

606 

ofS12 



Anne’s. 

Mary’s. 

St. F. Barr. 

Anne’s. 

Mary’s. 

Christchurch. 

Nicholas. 

Mary’s. 



1,130 
399 
of 32 
; of 846 



24 Nov, 1832 
22 Sept. 1835 
26 Sept. 1835 
I Apr. 1835 
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Thomas fitzgcraid 
Patrick Fahy - 
Richard Green • 

Stephen Garvin 
George Good - 
William Geary 
Mathias Gearan 
Richard Grainger 
Joseph Griffin - 
Patrick Haggia 
Jolin Hennessy 
Patrick Herliliy 
Patrick J. Hennessy 
John Hogan 
.Tames Hannon 
Francis Howai-d 
John H. Henley 
William Hoare 
William Hayes 
Cornelius Horgan 
Jeremiah Henley 
Andrew Healy • 
John Hennessy 
Michael Hailing 
Dennis Hickey 
Francis Horgan 
John Harding - 
Thomas Hartnell 
Cornelius Horgan 
Daniel Horgan 
Aldwell Ireland 
Matthew Jordan 
James Journeaux 
Robert Jones - 
John Johnson • 

James Kelly • 
Timothy Kenny 
Jodmond Kennedy 
Robert Kennedy 
Timothy Kiely • 
Alexander Kay 
William Kennedy 
Thomas Kinnealy 
Patrick Kehoe - 
Charles Kavenagh 
Richard Langwith 
John Lace 
Thomas I.. Osborne 
Timothy Lucy - 
Thomas Lynch • 
William Lynch 
William Lynch 
George Lucas - 
Daniel Lyane • 
George Lyons • 
Jeremiah Lynch 
Cornelius Lane 
■ Stephen Lee 
Christopher Lee 
Patrick Leary • 
Henry Logan • 
James Ludgate- 
Daniel Lyons - 
Jeremiah Linelian 
James Lyons - 
John Ixive 
Michael Manning 
Jeremiah Mahoney 
James Mahony - 
John Manly 
Florence M'Carty 
John M'Namara 
William Mayberry 
Dennis M'Kenna , 
Michael M'Sweeney 
Henry M'Dead 
Edmond Murphy 
Jeremiah Murphy 
John Murphy - 
James Murpliy 
Stephen Murphy 
Denis Murphy 
James Murphy 
Joseph Murphy 
James Murphy 
James Meade - 
Thomas Merryfield - 



yeoman, Pump-lane • - 

f rocer. Blarney-lane • - - 

ealer, Kyrl’s-quay - - - 

dealer, Kyrl’s-street • - 
cooper. Pump-lane - - . 

vintner. Old Market-place - 
spirit-dealer, Nicholas-street 
porter, Fish-street - . - 

eatioghouse-keeper, Pump-lane • 
vintner, Mallow-lane - - - 

skin-buyer, Dominick-street 
blacksmith, Blarney-lane - 
schoolmaster, Dominick-street 
glover, Cockpit-laue . - - 

publican, Gtafion’s-alley - ■ 
cabinet-maker, Moore-street 
tinjrlate-worker, Btoad-lane 
cabinetmaker, Peter’s Church-lane 
shoemaker, Btoad-lane 
accountant, Pope’s-quay 
vintner, Bishop’s-street 
vintner, Dublin-street 
vintner, Clarence-street 
grocer. Bishop-street - 
clothes-seller, Kyrl’s-street 
shopkeeper, Bairack^street - 
brush-maker, Fisli-shamble-lane - 
carpenter, Half-nioon-street 
shopkeeper, George's-stieet 
shopkeeper. Barrack-street - 
saddler, Moore-street 
sawyer, Douglas-strect 
bookbinder, Sullivan’s-quay 
brush-maker, Evergreen-street 
hide and skin buyer, Dominick-st, 

shopkeeper. Old Market-place 
stocking-hosier, Curris-street 
baker. Blarney-lane - - . 



house at Pump-lane _ . . 

house at Blarney-lane - . - 

house at Kyrl’s-quay - - . 

house and shop at Kyrl’s-street 
house at Pump-lane - . . 

house and yard at Old Market-place 
house at Nicholas-stieet 
house at Fish-street . - . 

house at Pump-lane . - . 

house in Mallow-lane . - . 

house and premises in Dominick-st. 
house in Blarney-lane - - - 

house in Dominick-street 
house in Cockpit-lane - . - 

house and premises at Grafton’s-alley 
house and concerns at Moore-street 
house in Broad-lane ... 
house in Peter’s Church-lane - 
house at Broad-lane . - - 

house, cellar, & yard at Pope’s-quay 
dwelling-house at Bishop’s-slreet - 
dwelliug-house at Dublin-street 
house at Clarence-street 
dwelling-house at Dishop-street 
house at Kyrl’s-street . - - 

house at Barrack-street . - - 

house at Fisli-sbarabie-lane - 
house at Half-moon-street 
house at Geoi^’s-street 
house at Barrack-street - - - 

house in Moore-street . . - 

house in Douglas-screet 
house and shop atSuliivan’s-quay - 
house in Evergreen-street 
house and premises at Dominick-st. 



Chrislchurcli. 

blary’s. 



UNov. 18b2 

15 Nov. 1832 
22 Nov. 1832 
26 Nov.1832 
20 June 1886 
1 Nov. 1836 
: 15 Oct. 1832 
I ir Oct. 1832 
I 19 Oct. 1832 
' 20 Oct. 1832 
24 Oct. 1832 
15 Nov. 1832 
17 Nov. 1832 



Christchurch. 

Maiy’s. 

Nic holas. 

Chi istcliurch. 



Chrislchu rch. 



St.Ti[ 



St. Fin. Barr. 

Mary’s. 

Nicholas, 

Peter’s. 

Paul's. 

Christchurch. 

Nicholas. 



29 Mar. 1836 
21 Sept. 1836 
26 Nov.1832 
26 Oct. 1832 



Nicholas. 



of 455 
of 262 
725 j 



$3 Nov.1832 
21 Nov. 1832 



house in Blarney-lane - 
house and premises at Broad-la 
house at Blarney-lane - 
house at William-street - 
house and concerns at OldChap 
house at Market-street 
house at Old. Market-place 
house at Black Moor’s-lane 
house at Douglas-street - 
house and premises at Eason’s 
house in Mallow-lane 
, house in Clarence-street 
house in Dominick-street 
house in 'J'liomas-street - 
•house at Sunday’s-well - 
house at Cove-street 
bouse and premises at Church 
house in Barrack-street - 
house at Quaker-road - 
house at Dublin-sti 
house and premises : 
house at Clarence-: 
house in Kyrl-stree 
shop & apartments a. ..... 

house and concerns at.York-iow 
house at Dominick-street 
house and concerns at Quaker-road 
house at Kemp-street 
house at Old hlarkct-place 
house at Hughes’s-lane - 
house at Rawbuck-lane - 
house and premises at Hill-grove-Ian 
house at Tobin-street . - 
bouse and garden at Eason’s-hill 
house and shop at Proby’s-quay 
house at St. Jolm’s-street 
house at Old Market-place 
house and yard at Cove-street 
house and premises at Kyrl-street 
house at Fair-lane 
house and shop at Hanover-street 
house at Blarney-lane - 
bouse at Broad-lane 
house at Grafion’s-alley 
liouse at Ban ack-street 
house and shop at Clarence-street 
1 Suuday's-well - . . 



boot-lastaud tree-makei'. Broad-lane 
tailor. Blarney-lane . - 
army pensioner, Wiiliam slreet • 
shoemaker. Old Chapel-lane 
vintner. Market-street 
brogue-maker. Old Market-place - 



Cbristchuich. 

Mary’s. 

Nicholas. 



shearsman. Black Moor’s-lane 
grocer, Douglas-street 
cooper, Eason’s hill - 
card manufacturer. Mallow-lane 
publican. Clarence-street , - 
house carpenter, Dominick-street 
shipwright, Thoraas-street • 

; gentleman, Sunday’s-well - 
comber, Cove-street - 
publican, Church-street , - 
shopkeeper, Barrackrstreet - 
gentleman, Quaker-road 
publican, Dublin-street 
shoemaker, Old Chapel-lane 
wool-comber. Clarence-street 
shopkeeper, KyrTs-street 
shoemaker, Royal Arcade - 
weaver. York-row 
publican, Dominick-street - 
publican, Quaker-road 
shoemaker, Kemp-slreet 
coal dealer. Old Market-place 
lodging-house-keeper, Hughes’s-h 
butter-merchant, Rawbuck-lane 
cooper, Hill-grove-laiie 
smith, Tobin-street 
■ writing clerk, Eason’s-hill - 
tanner, Pvoby's-quay - 
cooper, St. John’s-street 
butter mercliant, Old Market-pla 
corn-broker. Cove-street 
shopkeepei', Kyrl-street 
shopkeeper. Fair-lane 
cabinet-rsaker, Hanover-street 
labourer, Blarney-lane 
tailor. Broad-lane 
servant, Grafton’s-:aliey 
tailor, Barrack-street - 
grocer, Clarence-street 
publican, Sunday’s-well 
tanner. Clarence-street 
shopkeeper, Old Mavket-placc 
cordwainer, I’clor’s Cliuich-lano 
publican. Clarence-street - 



Christchurch. 

Maiy’s. 

Niclioias. 

Nicholas. 



of 270 
769 
1.213 
1,222 
84 
of 348 
814 
735 



: OldChapel-lanc 



Ma^'s. 

Christchurch 

Anne’s. 

Mary’s. 

Nicholas. 



Christchurch. 

Nicholas. 

Mary’s. 

Nicholas. 

Mary’s. 

Anne’s. 

Peter’s. 

Mary’s. 

Peter's. 

Chrislchurcli. 

Nicholas. 

Anne's. 

Mary’s. 

Anne’s, 

Maiy’s. 



S Nov. 1832 
8 Nov. 1832 



30 
1,055 
426 
of 437 
765 
1,468 



243 
1,220 
of 692 
824 
1,166 



house at Clarence-street 
house and yard at Old Markel-pla 
house at Peter's Church-lane - 



(cimtiHiieif) 









Date 






c 


= NAME. 


RESIDENCE. 


Out of wiial Registered. 


of 




Tl 


II 








Registry. 


>a 
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79 Jeremiah M'Carty - 

80 James Myles - 

- Michael Mahoney - 
Denis Mahony - 

- Prancis Mayherry - 
John M'Carty - 

81 JeremiahMurphy 
Tiniolliy M'Donnell - 
Samuel Millbank 

82 Charles Kd. Madden- 
Daniel Mahony 
John M'Donnell 
Ambrose Moriarty - 
James M'Namara 

83 Daniel Murphy 

- Bartholomew Murphy 



shoemaker, Sullivan’s-quay 
master cooper, Clarence-street 
master mason. Clarence-street 
master mason. Clarence-street 
smith. Brick-fields ... 
publican, Cattle-market-street 
shopkeeper, Blainey-lane 
naifer. Broad-lane ... 
coal-seller, Bachelor-quay - 
weaver, James’s-street 
spirit-dealer, Bishop-street - 
painter, Hanover-street 
publican. Fair-lane - - - 

shopkeeper, Kyrl-street 
I labourer, Blarney-lane 



88 John Nagle - 

- Luke Needham 

- John Noonan - 
John Nunan 

90 John Neile 
Daniel Noonan 

- Denis Neville • 
Kichatd Noble - 

89 £ugene Neville - 

91 Denis O'Brien - 

- Maurice O'Brien 
Timothy O’Leary 

92 Timothy O'Sullivan 

93 Eugene O’Sullivan 
John O’Keefe - 

- Denis O’Driscoi 
John O’Leary - 

- John O’Conner - 

94 Jeremiah O’Brien 
Maurice O’Brien 

95 John O’Brien - 
James O’Sullivan 

- John Oaks 

96 I^Iichael O’Keefe 

- Daniel O’Brien 

97 James Pickley 

98 Michael Power- 
Charles Perkins 



- vintner. Blarney-lane 

- glass-cutter, Niie-streel 

- spirit-dealer, Doi^las-street 

- house-caroenter, Rutland-stieet 

• slater ana plasterer, Millard-stiee 
master cooper. Chapel-hill - 

- gentl^aa, James’s-street - 
paper-stainer, Coach-street 

• liair-dresser, Curtis-street • 

- spirit-retailer, HaKMoon-street 

- accountant, Fish-street 

- tanner. Clarence-street 

- innkeeper. Clarence-street - 

- butter-buyer. Barrack -street 

- cotton-manufacturer, Clarence-sl 

• accountant, Sunday’s-well - 

- coflin-maker, OidMarket-place 

- vintner. Blarney-lane - 
victualler. Market-street 

- baker, York-street 
basket-maker, Brunswick-street 

- tobacconist, Mallow-lane - 

- labourer, Cockpit-lane 
publican, John’s-streel 

- shopkeeper. Bishop-street - 

. labourer, Bawhuck’s-lane - 
worsted-manufacturer, Clarence-s 

- currier, Great Britain-street 



house at Clarence-street 

house at Clarence-street 

house at the Brick-fields 

house at Cattle-market-street - 

house at Blarney-lane - - - 

house at Broad-lane - - - 

house at Bachelor-quay 

house at Jimes’s-street - 

house at Bishop-stieet - - - 

shop at Hanover-street - - - 

house at Fair-lane . - - 

house and shop at Kyrl-street - 

house at Blainey-lane - - - 

house and shop, Caroline-street 

house and yard at Fish-street - 
house, store and kiln at Spring-lane 
dwelling-house, &c., Tobin-street - 
house and concerns, Lcitrim-street - 
liouse at Blarney-lane - - - 

house in Blarney-lane - - - 

house and premises, Cattle-market-st. 
house at Blarney-lane - - - 

shop at Great George-street - 
house at Kyrl’s-quay - . . 

dwelling-house at Cockpit-lane 
dwelling-house at Old Market-place 
house at Drawbridge-street 
house and premises atHughes’s-lane 
house in Dublin-street - - - 

house at Francis-street - - - 

house at Bishop-street - - - 

house at Nicholas-street 
house and concerns at Blarney-lane 
house in Morgan-street . - - 

house and premises. Blarney-lane - 
house at Nile-street - . - 

house in Douglas-street 
house in Rutland-street 
house at Miliard-street - . - 

house at Chapel-hill . . - 

house at James’s-street - - - 

house at Coach-street - . - 

house and shop at Curtis-street 
house and shop. Half Moon-street - 
house at Fish-street ... 
house at Clarence-street - • - 

house at C.larence-street - - • 

house at Barrack-street - - - 

house at Clarence-street - - - 

house at Sunday’s-well - - - 

house and concern, OidMarket-place 
house at Blarney-lane • - - 

house at Market-street - - - 

house at York-street . . - 

house and premises, Brunswick-street 
Isouse at Wallow-lane - - - 

house at Cockpit-lane - - - 

house at John’s-street ... 
house at Bishop-street - - - 

house at Rawbuck’s-lane 
. house and shop at Clarence-street - 
house at Great Britain-street - 



102 Jonas Radcliffe 
Denis Riordan - 

103 Thomas Russel 

- John Russel - 

104 John Regan • 
Thomas Regan 

- John Riordan - 

- James Russell - 
Daniel Redden 

105 William Ryan 

- John Regan 
Samuel Bheason 

- Patrick Riordan 

Daniel Roberts 
lOG William Rumley 
Denis Riordan - 

- John Ryan 

107 William Roycrnft 
John Ryan 



gentleman, Sunday’s-well - 
dealer, Cove-sireet ... 
harness-maker, Mallow-lane 
publican, John’s-street 
mason, Dominick-street 
labourer, Hughes’s-lane 
master cooper, Clarence-strect 
cooper, Mallow-lane - - - 

wheelwright, Bowling-green.street 
farmer, Clarence-street 
cooper. Barrack-street 
carpenter, Clarence-street - 
vintner, Clarence-street 

shoemaker, Dpuglas-street • 
coal-merchant, Newenham-place - 
vintner. Barrack-street 
paper-dealer, Cook-street - 
vintner, Grafton’s-aiicy 
j publican, Eason’s-hill 



house and garden, Sunday’s-wcll 

house in Cove-street 

house in Mallow-lane 

house in John’s-stieel • 

house in Dominick-street 

house in Hughes’s-lane - 

house in Clarence-stieet 

house and concerns, Mallow-lane 

house & concerns, Bowling-green-st 

house at Clarence-street 

house and shop, Barrack-street 

house at Clarcnce-strcet 

house, warehouse, and workshop, Cla 

house and premises, Douglas-street 
house at Newenham-place 
house at Barrack-street - 
shop at Cook-street 

house at Grafton’s-alley - 
house at Eason’s-hill 



1828 455 Nicholas. 

— 1,244 Anne’s. 

— Jof 1,188 — 

— I of 1,188 — 

— 301 — 

— 603 Mary’s. 

1833 of 442 — 

1828 743 Peter’s. 

— 66 — 

— 518 — 

— 47 St. F. Bart. 

— 418 Peter’s. 

— 1,052 Aime’s. 

— 36 Mary’s. 



395 Mary’s. 
327 Peter’s. 
276 Nicholas. 



19 Oct. 1832 7 — 176 Mary’s. 

— 6 — 391 Nicholas. 

!2 Oct. 1832 6 — 1,088 Anne’s. 

5 Nov. 1832 G 1883 of 755 Mary’s. 

— 6 — of29G Paul’s. 

— 9 — oil 1,253 Anne’s. 



|lONov.l832l 6 1833 ofl 1,146 Anne’s. 



I 17NOV.1832 1 7 — ( 1,159 I 
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NAME. 


RESIDENCE. 


Out of what Registered. 


Date 

of 

Registry. 


>« 


Date of 
■Valuation. 


Number in 
Valuation 
Books. 


PARISH. 


108 


John Saunders - 


gardener, Frlar’s-walk 


house and garden at Friar’s-walk - 


22 Oct. 1832 


£. 

6 


1833 


of 247 


Nicholas. 


- 


Jeremiah Sexton 


shoemaker, Barrack-street - 


house at Barrack-street . - - 


23 Oct 1832 


6 


— 


of 85 


_ 




Daniel Sheehan 


shoemaker, Pope’s-quay 


house at Pope’s-quay . . - 


— 


6 


1828 


819 


Mary’s. 


- 


John Sheehan • 


ropemaker, Curtis-lane 


house at Curtis-lane - - - 


— 


9 


1828 


283 


Paul’s. 


109 


Richard Shea - 


schoolmaster, Winter’s-hill - 


house and ground at Winfer’s-hili - 


— 


6 


1883 


of 557 


Mary’s. 


- 


Denis Shea 


vintner, Douglas-street 


house and yard, Douglas-street 


— 


5 


1828 


273 


Nicholas. 




Jasper Smith - 


cooper, Blarney-lane - - - 


house and premises, Blarney-lane - 


24 Oct. 1832 


8 


— 


403 &4 


Mary's. 


110 


Timothy Sullivan 


labourer, Blarney-lane 


house at Blarney-lane - - - 


25 Oct. 1832 


C 


1833 


of 440 


— 


- 


Michael Sullivan 


cooper. Clarence-street 


house and workshop atClarence-strect 


20 Oct. 1832 


7 


1828 


1,258 


Anne’s. 


Ill 


Maurice Scanlan 


butter-buyer, Long’s-lane - 


house at Long’s-lane ... 


CNov.1832 


4 


— 


910 


— 


112 


Patrick Slack - 


labourer, Long’s-lane 


house at Long's-lane ... 


— 


3 


~ 


909 


— 


- 


William Summester - , 


bookseller, Peter's Church-lane - 


house at Peter’s Church-lane - 


_ 


6 


— 


825 


Peter’s. 


- 


Robert Sherlock 


publican, Watercourse 


house at Watercourse - . - 


— 


7 


— 


6S4 


Anne's. 


- 


Johu Sullivan - 


shopkeeper. Royal Arcade - 


house and shop at Royal Arcade 


8 Nov, 1832 


C 


1833 


of 348 


Christchurch. 


113 


William Steele - 


trimming-maaufacturer,Clarenee-st. 


house and concerns at Clarence-street 


9 Nov. 1832 


C 


1828 


1,186 


Anne’s. 


- 


Daniel Stoker < 


victualler, Cattle Market-lane 


house in Cattle Market-lane • 


I3NOV.1832 


7 


1833 


of 607 


Mary’s. 


114 


James Sheehy - 


skin-buyer, Dominick-street 


house' in Dominick-street 


14 Nov. 1832 


5 


1828 


905 


Anne’s. 


•- 


Jeremiah Sheehan 


labourer. Barrack-street - - | 


house at Barrack-street . . • 


15 Nov. 1832 


6 


— 


74 


Nicholas. 


- 


James Stack 


hair-cutter, Curtis’s-lane - - | 


house and shop at Curtis’s-lane 


16 Nov. 1832 


7 


— 


271 


Paul’s. 


- 


John Sheehy • 


carpenter, Douglas-street - 


house at Douglas-sti-eet ... 


ir Nov.1832 


6 


— 


304 


Nicholas. 


- 


William Scanlan 


vintner, Douglas-street 


house at Douglas-street - . - 


20 Nov. 1832 


6 


1833 


of 305 


— 


ns 


John Sullivan - 


tailor, Meeting-house-lane - 


house at Meeting-house-lane - 


27 Nov.1832 


8 


1828 


807 


Peter’s. 


- 


John Sheehan- 


victualler, ParreTs-square - 


bouse and concerns at Farrel's-square 


29 Nov.1832 


5 


1833 


of607 


Mary’s. 


- 


Thomas Simcncks 


i gentleman, Peter's-street - 


liouse at Peter’s-street 


18 Sept 1833 


8 


1828 


304 


Peter’s. 


- 


Peter Selby 


coppersmith, Cross-street - - ' 


house and concerns at Cross-street - 


4 April 1835 


6 


— 


782 


_ 


- 


James Sullivan 


victualler, Boyee’s-street 


dwelling-house, Boyce’s-street 


22Junel835 


7 


1833 


ofC07 


Mary’s. 


•• 


Thomas Shecitan 


gentleman, Friars’-wallr 


house at Friais’-walk - . . 


24 Sept. 1835 


8 


— 


of248 


Nicholas. 


no 


Joseph Sheehy 


chiraney-piece-raaker, French Cli.- 


house at Frencli Church-street 


- ■ 


G 


1828 


612 


Paul’s. 


- 


Morty Coro. Sullivan 


butter-merchant. Blarney-lane 


house at Blarney-lane - . . 


_ 


0 


_ 


449 


Mary’s. 




William Shea - 


vintner & cooper. Evergreen-street 


house at Evergreen-street 


26Sept.l83S 


8 


1833 


of265 


Nicholas. 


- 


John Sullivan - 


eating-house-keeper, G t. George-st. 


house at Great Geoige-street - 


2 Nov. 1835 


C 


— 


of 655 


Peter’s. 


- 


William Shine - 


shoemaker, Francis-street - 


house at Francis-street - - - 


1 Jan. 1836 


5 


1828 


183 


— 


- 


Timothy Sugrue 


vintner. Blarney-lane 


bouse at Blarney-lane ... 


1 Aprill836 


7 


— 


492 


Mary’s. 


IIT 


Richard Shea - 


yeoman, Coach-street 


house at Coach-street ... 


20Junel836 


8 


— 


260 


Peter's. 


- 


Vincent Sullivan 


yeoman, William-street 


house at William-street ... 


22 Sept. 1836, 


6 




480 


Paul’s, 


118 


Joseph Tobin - 


chandler, Douglas-street 


house and shop at Douglas-street • 


31 Oct. 1832 


7 


1833 1 


of 314 ' 


Nicholas. 


119 


Richard Tobin - 


glngle-owner, Douglas-street 


house and concerns, Douglas-street - 


26 Nov. 1832 


5 


1828 . 


312 


— 


-- 


1 Jonas Toole 


cooper. Blarney-lane ... 


house at Blarney-lane - 


28 Nov. 1832 


8 


- ' 


447&8 


Mary’s. 


122 


Joseph Vaughan 


writing-clerk, Kyri’s-street • 


house and concerns at Kyri’s-street- 


4 Apr. 1835 


5 


- 


24 


- 


123 


Thomas Walsh 


vintner, Old Market-place • 


house and yard at Old Market-place 


30 Oct. 1832 


5 


_ 


564 




124 


Walter Wall - 


shopkeeper, Barrack.street - 


house at Barrack-street - 


1 Nov. 1832 


6 


~ 


36 


Nicholas. 


123 


1 John Windle • - : 


gentleman, Winler’s-hill 


house at Winter’s-liill • 


. 10 Nov. 1882 


8 


1833 


of554 


Mary’s. 


- 


John Waters •• 


slater, Pump-lane ... 


house at Pump-lane ... 


12 Nov. 1832 


9 


1828 


1,465 


Christchurch. 


- 


Thomas Williams 


machine-maker, Little Hanover-st, 


louse and warehouse, Little Hanover-st. 


18 Nov.1832 


8 


- 


467 




126 


George Walsh - 


shoemaker, Wandesford-street 


shop at the Arcade ... 


20 JunelSSC 


4 


1833 


of 348 






Michael Walsh 


clothes-seller, Kyrl-street - 


; house at Kyrl-street ... 


22 Sept. 1836 


5 


1828 


11 


Mary’s. 


82 


John Mara 


stone-mason. Blarney-lane - 


1 house at Blarney.lane ... 


24 Nov. 1832 


6 


1833 


of 449 




100 


Michael Smith- 


dealer, Pembroke-lane 


1 house at Pembroke.lane 


24 Oct. 1832 


G 


_ 


of 91 




22 


John Collins 


glass-blower, Douglas-street 


1 house and shop, Douglas-street 


9 Nov. 1832 


7 


1828 


69 


Nicholas. 


50 


Daniel Hurley - 


cool-dealer, Barrack-street - 


warehouse in Cove-street 


25 Oct. 1832 


6 


_ 


42,617 


_ 


76 


Andrew Moore 


porter, Slirics-yard ... 


house at Shries-yard ... 


10 Nov. 1832 


8 


_ 


917 


Anne’s, 


114 


John Soamlan - 


Mannix-square . - - . 


huusu & concerns at Mannis-square 


11 Nov.1832 


8 


- 


711 


Mary’s. 



R R 



3 
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Appendix, No. 2. 

Householdera in 
Cork not valued ir 
City Books. 



Appendix, No. 2. 

paper delivered in to the Committee by Mr. James Lane, and referred o in his 
Evidence of 19 February 1838. 



PERSONS registered as £. 10 Householders, in the City of Cor/c, who do not appear as valued 
in the City Books at any Time. 



NAME. 


RESIDENCE. 


Out of what Registered. 


DateofRegistry, 


Joseph Alierne - 


Fair-lane 


house and yard at Fair-lane 


10 Oct. 1832. 


Thomas Andrews 


Cattle-lane 


house in Cattle-lane - - - 


12 — 


Richard Barry - 


John-street 


house in John-street 


13 — 


Denis Buckly - 


Coleman’s-lane 


house at Coleman’s-lane 


17 — 


Richard Broadbridge - 


South Mall 


house in South Mall - - - 


14N0V. 1832 


Thomas Buckley 


Rockwell-lane - 


house at Rockwell-lane 


24 — 


Eugene Buckley 


New Gaol-road 


house in New Gaol-road 


28 — 


Michael Carey - 


Bandon-road - 


house at Bandon-road 


ig Oct. 1832 


Patrick Cox 


Market-lane - 


shop and concerns at Market-lane 


22 — 


John Callanan - 


Gill Abbey-street 


house at Gill Abbey-street 


19 — 


Thomas Canty - 


Barry's-lane 


house in Barry’s-lane 


, 19 — 


William Carey - 


Kyrl-street 


house and shop at Kyrl-street - 


20 — 


John Croker 


Cross-sireet 


house in Cross-street 


24 — 


John Cooney 


Dingle-lane 


house in Dingle-lane - - - 


25 — 


Daniel Curtin - 


Portney’s-lane - 


house in Portney’s-lane 


26 — 


Thomas Cavanagh 


Old Market-place 


house and yard, Old Market-place 


6N0V. 1832. 


William Cotter - 


Blarney-lane - 


house and shop in Blarney-lane - 


8 — 


Patrick Connell 


Barrack-street - 


house and yard in Barrack-street 


9 — 


Thomas Carey - 


Henry-street - 


house in Henry-street 


9 — 


Peter Canning - 


Henry-street - 


house in Henry-street 


21 — 


William Corban 


Peter’s Church-lane - 


house in Peter’s Church-lane 


23 — 


Daniel Crane 


Cap-well - 


house and shop at Cap-well 


23 ~ 


Thomas Damery 


Clargnce-sireet 


dwelling-house at Clarence-street 


26 Oct. 1832. 


Cornelius Denahy 


Bishop-street - 


house at Bishop-street 


10N0V.1832. 


Patrick Dineen * 


Barrack-street - 


bouse and concerns at Barrack-st. 


19 — 


John Duggan - 


Mardyke 


house and garden at Mardyke - 


20 — 


Patrick Duggan 


Old Market-place - 


house at the Old Market-place - 


28 — 


Timothy Foley - 


Evergreen-street 


house at Evergreen-street - 


31 Oct. 183a. 


Pierce Fudge - 


French’s-quay - 


house and yard at French’s-quay 


1 Nov. 1832. 


James Fitzgerald 


Pembroke-lane 


house at Pembroke-lane 


12 — 


John Fitzgerald - 


Bishop-street - 


house at Bishop-street 


12 — 


Thomas Fleming 


Blarney-lane - 


house at Blarney-lane 


13 ~ 


Micliael Fogarty 


Wellington-road 


house at Wellington-road - 


13 — 


.Tames Franklin - 


SuHivan’s-quay 


house and yard, Sullivan’s-quay - 


13 — 


Edmond Fitzmautice - 


Mannix’s-square 


house at Mannix’s-square - 


17 — 


William Hayes - 


Devonshire-street 


house at Devonshire-street 


13 Oct. 1832. 


John Healy 


Brideweil-lane - 


house at Brideweil-lane 


15 — 


William Healy - 


High-street 


house in High-street - - - 


16 — 


Timothy Haly - 


Bishop-street - 


house in Bishop-street 


l8 — 


Daniel Horgan - 


Donovan's-Iane 


house and yard at Donovan’s-lane 


20 — 


Robert Hollowood 


Maypole-road - 


house at Maypole-road 


24 — 


W'illiam Hurly - 


Dunbar-slreet - 


house in Dunbar-street 


25 — 


John Hixon 


Denrocher-cross 


house& premises, Denrocher-cross 
shop in Tuckey’s-street 


24 Nov. 1832. 


Henry F. Harris 


Tuckey’s-street 


26 — 


Edward Jameson 


Douglas-street - 


- - house in Doug1as-st., corner 
of Donovan’s-street. 


26 Oct. 1832. 


Denis Kiely 


Shandon-street 


house at Shandon-street 


27 — 


Edward Kenny - 


Coleman’s-lane 


house at Coleman’s-lane - 


3N0V.1832. 


Daniel Loland - 


Brocklesby-street 


house in Brocklesby-street - 


31 Oct. 183a. 


John Leary 


Eason’s-hill 


house at Eason’s-hill - - - 


31 — 


Phillip Leahy - 
William Lynch - 


Cattle-lane 

Thoraas-street. 


house in Cattle-lane - - - 


2 Nov. 1832. 


Jeremiah Lee 


Quarry-lane 

George’s-street 


house in Quarry-lane 


21 — 


John Lynch 


shop in George’s-strect 


22 — 


Patrick Linehan 


Eason’s-hill 


house on Eason's-hill 


2G — 


Morgan Lynch - 


Old Chapel-lane 


house and store in Chapel-lane - 


26 — 


Micliael I.awton 


Marlhorough-street - 


house in Marlhorough-street 


•27 — 


Daniel Leahy - 


Pope’s-quay 


house and premises on Pope’s-quay 


28 — 


George Marrel • 


Evergreen-street 


house at Evergreen-street 


5 — 


Denis M‘Carthy 


Blarney-lane - 


house at Blarney-lane 


6 — 


John McCarthy - 


Cockpit-lane - 


house at Cockpit-lane 


6 — 
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Alexander M‘AulifF - 


Dominick-street 


house and concerns at Dominick-st. 


8N0V.1832. 


Michael Murphy 


Green-street - 


warehouse in Green-street - - ; 


10 — 


Patrick Mullins- 


New-lane 


house at New-lane ... 


12 — 


Michael Murphy 


Narrow-lane - - ■ 


house and premises, Narrow-lane 


13 — 


Denis Murphy - 


Douglas-street 


house at Douglas-street 


21 — 


John Moran 


Bandon-road - 


house at Bandon-road 


23 — 


Redmond Mahoney - 


Long’s-lane 


house at Long’s-Iane 


24 — 


David Moore 


Mallow-lane 


house at Mallow-lane 


27 - 


David M'Swiney 


Baily’s-lane 


shop at Market-lane 


28 — 


Edmond Noonan 


Back Watercourse - 


- - house and concerns at Back 
Watercourse. 


12 Oct. 1832, 


Maurice Neville 


Blarney-lane - 


house & premises at Blarney-lane 


14 Nov. 1832. 


Denis Neale 


Portney’s-lane - 


house in Portney’s-lane 


16 — ■ 


John O'Connor - 


Mallow-lane 


house at Mallow-lane 


J3 Oct. 1832. 


Patrick Mullane 


■ Fishmarket-lane 


house at Fishmarket-lane 


16 — 


John Oakshot - 


Phillips’s-lane - 


; shop in Phillips’s-laue 


2 Nov. 1832. 


Thomas O’Brien 


Mannix’s-square 


' house at Mannix’s-square - 


3 — 


Cornelius O’Conner - 


Bastable-square 


house at Bastable-square - 


24 — 


William Murphy 


Forster’s-lane - 


house and garden at Forster’s-lane 


21 — 


Robert Potter - 


; Plughes’s-lane - 


house at Hughes’s-lane 


8 — 


William Penrose 


Francis-street - 


house at Francis-street 


21 — 


Thomas Pulvertaft 


Great Britain-strset - 


house at Great Britain-street 


23 — 


James Riordan • 


Curry’s-rock - 


house at Curry’s-rock 


20 Oct. 1832. 


Matthew Ryan - 


Bishop-street - 


house in Bishop-street 


5 Nov. 1832. 


Edmond Riordan 


Bandon-road - 


house and shop at Bandon-road 


24 — 


Jeremiah Sullivan 


Blarney-lane - 


house and shop at Blarney-lane 


5 — 


Patrick Sullivan 


Clarence-street 


house at Clarence-street 


8 — 


John Street 


Abbey-street - 


house in Abbey-street 


14 — 


Francis Steed - 


Peter’s Church-lane - 


house in Peters Church-lane 


23 — 


John Sullivan 


Quarry’s-rock - 


house at Quarry’s-rock 


27 — 


James Sheehan - 


Old Market-place - 


shop at Market-lane 


28 — 


Morgan Swiney - 


Cattle Market-street 


- ditto ditto ... 


29 — 


John Tobin 


Leitrim-street - 


house at Leitrim-street 


29 Oct. 1832. 


James Toomy - 


Cove-street 


house in Cove-street ... 


14N0V. 1832. 


William Verchoyle 


Great Britain-street - 


house at Great Britain-street 


12 — 


Samuel Wyne - 


Cross-street 


house in Cross-street 


12 — 


Jonas Wagner - 


North Chapel-street- 


house at North Chapel-street 


19 


Richard Walsh - 


Beale’s-aliey - 


- - workshop at New-street, late 
Clothier’s-lane. 


26 — 


John Walsh 


Leitrim-street • 


shop at Leitrim-street 


29 — 


Patrick Buckley 


Blarney-lane - 


bouse and store in Blarney-lane • 


17 Oct. 1832. 


Edward Barrett 


Wellington-road 


house & premises, Wellington-road 


: 2 Nov. 1832. 


William Buckland 


Brickfield-street 


house and premises. Brickfields - 


5 — 


John Beale 


Douglas-street 


house and premises, Douglas-street 


14 — 


John Calanan - 


Church-street - 


house in Church-street 


20 Oct. 1832. 


Thomas Clarke - 


High-street 


house and garden at High-street 


8 Nov. 1832. 


James Couhig - 


Margaret-street 


house in Margaret-street • 


16 ~ 


Joseph Farmer - 


Sunday’s Well - 


house and premises, Sunday’s Well 


30 Oct. 1832. 


Maurice Hickey 


Gill Abbey 


house at Gill Abbey 


19 — 


John Hoolan 


Francis-street - 


house in Francis-street 


16 Nov. 1832. 


Thomas Healy - 


Phillipe’s-lane - 


house in Phillips’s-lane 


16 ~ 


Daniel Mahoney 


Nicbolas-street 


house at Nicholas-street 


6 — 


Frederick Sandell 


Robert-street - 


house and yard at Robert-street 


22 Oct. 1832. 


Daniel Spillnne - 


Slattery’s-lane - 


1 house and garden, Slattery’s-lane 


25 — 


0.46. 


E 


E 4 
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PAPER delivered in to the Committee by Mr. James Lane, and referred to in his 
Evidence of 19 February 1838. 



PERSONS Registered as 10^. HousEHOLnERsinthe City of Cor^ who were Valued in the Supple- 
mentary Valuation of 1833, and upon Appeal were struck out and not Charged. 



! 

NAME. 


Valuation. 


RESIDENCE. 


Out of what Registered. 


Date of Registry. 


John Ahern - 


£. 


Grattan’s-hill 


house at Gratton-hill 


1 Nov. 1833. 


John Ahern - 




Evergreen-street - 


house at Evergreen-street - 


36 


— 


Samuel Anglin 




Great Britain-street 


house in Great Britain-street 


37 








- - ditto 


house in - ditto ... 


:6 Oct. 1833. 


John Buckley 


5 


Bishop ’s-street 


house at Bishop-street 


17 


— 


William Busby 




Fort-street - 


dwelling-house at Fort-street 


17 


— 


John Burke - 




Coppinger’s-Iane - 
Wisdom's-Iane 


house in Coppinger’s-lane - - : 

house in Wisdom’s-lane 


16 Nov. 1832. 


Richard Burke 




22 





Bartholomew Burke 




- - ditto 


• ditto - ditto ... 


22 


— 


Francis Curtin 




• - ditto 


- ditto - ditto - 


28 


— 


Maurice Cotter 




Douglas-street 


house and yard in Douglas-street 


16 


— 


John Fahy 




Dominick-street • 


houseand outhouse at Dominick-st. 


1.8 





Michael Fitzgerald - 




Barrack-street 


house at Barrack-street 


19 


— 


Edward Flynn 




Great Bvitain-street 


house at Great Britain-street 


23 





John Fitzgerald 




Douglas-street 


house at Douglas-street 


23 


— 


John Foley 




North Francis-st. - 


house at North Trancis-street 


2b 


— 


Cornelius Flvnn 




Dominick-street - 


house at Dominick-street - 


29 


— 


Thomas Geary 




Douglas-street 


house at Douglas-street 


14 





Denis Horgan 




Brandy-lane - 


house in Brandy-lane 


20 


Oct. 1832. 


John Hickey - 




Vicar-street - 


house in Vicar-street 


»9 





Denis Hurley 




Cove-street - 


house in Cove-street - - - 


25 


— 


Thomas Kenn 




Watercourse 


house at Watercourse 


24 Nov. 1S32. 


Denis Leary - 




Boyce’s-street 


house and yard at Boyce’s-street 


21 





Humphrey Leary - 


5 


Cat-lane 


house and yard, Cat-lane - 


31 


— 


Daniel Linehan 




Cove-street • 


house in Cove-street 


21 


— 


William Lynch 




York-street - 


house in York-street ... 


22 





John Madden 




Douglas-street 


house in Douglas-street 


3 





Charles M'Carthy - 




Abbey-street 


house in Abbey-street 


a 


— 


James Molony 




York-street - 


house in York-street - - . 


9 


— 


Jonas Murphy 




New-lane 


house and premises at New-lane , 


10 





'Jhomas Morrisey - 




Sunday’s Well 


house at Sunday’s Well-road 


12 





John Murphy 




Fair-lane 


house and premises at Fair-lane - 


12 


— 


Michael Moore 




Nicholas Church-la. 


house at Nicholas Church-lane - 


»9 

21 





Thomas Murphy - 




Christ Church-lane 


house at Christ Church-lane 





Thomas M‘Auliff - 




York-street - 


house at York-street - • - 


23 





Michael Murphy - 


6 


Phillips's-lane 


house at Phillips’s-lane 


23 


— 


Edmond Manning - 




York-street - 


house at York-street - . - 


28 


— 


John Nagle - 




Skiddy Castle-lane 


house in Skiddy Castle-lane 


11 


Oct. 1832. 


David Nunan - 




York-street - 


house and concern at York-street 


12 





John O’Leary 




Baily’s-lane - 


house in Baily’s-lane 


16 


_ 


James O’Connor 




Blarneyplane 


house at Blaruey-lane 


15 Nov. 1833. 


James Purcell 




Douglas-street 


house at Douglas-street 


18 Oct. 1832. 


John yuinell - 




Morley’s-lane 


house at Morley’s-lane 


14 Nov. 1832. 


William Riordan 




Bishop-street 


house and concerns at Bishop-st. 


22 ' 


Oct. 1832. 


George Ross - 




Moriarty’s-laue 


house in Moriarty’s-lane - 


22 


— 


WOliam Sullivan 




Cat-lane 


house at Cat-lane ... 







Thomas Scannel 




Fair-lane 


house and concerns at Fair-lane - 


6 Nov. 1832. 


Daniel Sullivan 




Eason’s-hill - 


house at Eason’s-hil] - - . 


8 





'Thomas Sullivan 




Quaker-road 


house and ground at Quaker-road 


6 





James Sullivan 




York-street - 


house and yard in York-street - 







Joseph Sullivan 




Great Britain-street 


house in Great Britain-street 




— 


Samuel 'Ihomas 




Old Market-place 


house at Old Market-place 







William Williams - 




Francis-street 


house at Francis-street 




Oct. 1832. 


James Willard 




Fair-lane 


house at Fair-lane - 


31 





Nicholas Walsh 


5 


Great Britain-street 


house at Great Britain-street 


10 Nov. 1832. 



Statement of the Result of the Three annexed Tables : 

Total of Persons registered who are valued under 10/. ... .368 

Total of Persons registered who are not valued at all - - - - 112 

Total of Persons who were valued in Supplementary Valuation, but ap- 
pealed, and were struck off - - - - . - - - - r >5 

Totaj- - - - 535 
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Appendix, No. 4 . 



PAPERS lidivered i„ to tl.o Committee b, Mr. Cott.ro, and referred to in his Evidence of 
19 February 1838. 



LIST of Pbusoss in Uie City of Corf, appearing on the Treasurer's Books as exempt from Kates a 
not valued, who Voted in 1830, 1835 and 1837. ^ ’ 



Ahern, John - 
Ahern, Joseph 
Andrews, Thomas - 
Ahern, John - 
Anglin, Samuel 

Barry, Richard 
Brown, James - 
Buckley, Ds. - 
Buckley, John 
Busby, William 
Broadbridge, Richard 
Burk, John 
Burk, Richard 
Burk, Bart. 

Buckley, Thomas 
Buckley, Eugene 

Carey, Michael 
Callanan, John 
Canty, Thomas 
Carey, William 
Croker, John - 
Coony, John - 
Curtin, Dan. - 
Cavannah, Thomas - 
Cottar, William 
Connell, Patrick 
Collins, John - 
Carey, Thomas 
Canning, Peter 
Corban, William 
Crane, Daniel 
Curtin, Francis 

Damery, Thomas - 
Daly, G. W. . 
Dennetry, Corn. 
Dineen, Patrick 
Duggan, John 
Duggan, Pat. 

Folley, Timothy 
Fudge, Pierce 
Fitzgerald, James - 
Fitzgerald, John 
Faliy, John 
Fleming, Thomas 
Fogarty, Michael 
Franklin, James 
Fitzmaurice, Edmond 
Fitzgurald, Michael 
Fitzgerald, John 
Foley, John - 
Flym, Corns. - 
Geary, Thomas 

Hayes, William 
Healy, John - 
Haly, William 



Grattanwhill 
Fair-lane - 
Cattle-lane 
Evergreen-street 
Great Britain-street 

John-street 
Great Britain-street 
Coalman’s-lane - 
Bishop-street - 
Fort-street 
South Mali 
Coppinger’s-Iane 
Wisdom’s-lane - 
Wisdom’s-lane • 
Rockwell-lane - 
New Gaol-road 

[ Bandon-road 
Gill Abbey-street 
Barry’s-hine 
Kyrl’s-street 
Cross-street 
Dingle-lane 
Portney’s-Iane - 
Old Market-place 
Blarney-lane 
Barrack-street - 
Dougias-street • 
Henry-street 
Henry-street 
Peter's Church-lane - 
Capwell - 
Wisdom-lane - 

Clarence-street 
Barrack-street - 
Bishop-street - 
Barrack-street - 
Mardyke - 
Oldell-place 

Evergreen-street 
French’s-quay - 
Pembroke-lane - 
Bishop-street - 
Dominick-street 
Blarney-lane - 
Weliington-road 
Sullivan 's-quay - 
Mannix’s-square 
Barrick-street - 
Dougias-street 
North Francis-street - 
Dominick-street 
Dougias-street 

Dcvonshire-street 
BrideweU-Iane - 
High-street 



(continued) 
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1832. 


1835. 


1837. 


exempt from Rates I 










Twho voted. Timothy 


Bishop-street - 


V. 


V. 






Vicar-street ... - 


— 


V. 


V. 


Horgun, Daniel _ - - 


Donovan’s-lane . - - 


V. 


V, 


V. 


Hollowood, Robert - 


Maypole-road - 


V. 


u. 




Hurley, Daniel ... 


Barrick-street - - - - 


V. 






Henley, Denis ... 


Cove-street .... 








Henley, William - - - 


Dunbar-street - 




V. 




Hickson, John - - - 


Denroches Cross ... 


V. 




V. 


Harris, Henry F. - - - 


Tuckey-street - - - - 


V- 


V. 


V. 


Jameson, Edward - 


Douglas-street • - - • 








Kiely, Ds. - . - - 


Shandon-street ... 


V. 






Kenny, Edward ... 


Coalman’s-lane ... 


V. 






Lowland, Daniel ... 


Broclesby-street ... 


V. 


■V. 






Eason’s-hill .... 


V. 






Leahy, Philip ... 


Cattle-lane ... - 


V. 


V. 


V. 


Lynch, William ... 


ThomaS'Street - 








Leary, Denis ... 


Boyce's-street - - - * 




V. 


V. 


Leary, Humphrey - 


Cat-lane ----- 






V. 


Leahy, Jeremiah - - - 


Quarry-lane - 


■* 






Linehan, Daniel ... 


Cove-street .... 


V. 


V. 




Lynch, William ... 


York-street - - - - 


V. 






Lynch, John ... - 


George s-street - 


V. 








Eason s-hill .... 




V. 




Lynch, Morgan ... 


Old Chapel-lane ... 


V. 


V. 




Lawton, Michael - - . 


Marlborough-street - - - 


V. 




V. 


Leahy, Daniel ... 


Pope’s-quay ... - 


V. 


V. 


V. 


Madden, John ... 


Douglas-street - 


V. 


V. 




Marrett, George ... 


Evergreen-street ... 






V. 


M‘Carthy, Denis 


Blarney-lane - . - - 


V. 






M‘Carthy, John 


Cockpit-lane - 


V. 






M'Auliff, Alexander 


Dominick-street - 


- 






M'Carthy, Charles 


Abbey-street - - - ' - 


V. 


V. 


V. 


Malony, James ... 


York-street - 


*• 






Moore, Andrew ... 


Shine’s-yard .... 




V. 


r. 


hlurphy, Michael - - . 


Green-street ... - 






V. 


Murphy, Jonas - . - 


New-lane ----- 


*■ 






Morrisey, Thomas - 


Sunday’s'Well - 


V. 






Mullins, Pat. • 


New-lane - 


V, 








Fair-lane ----- 


V, 


V. 


V. 


Murphy, Michael ... 


Narrow-lane - 


-V. 


V, ■ 






Nicholas Church-lane 


V. 






Murphy, Thomas ... 


Christchurch-lane - - - 


V. 


V. 


V. 


Murphy, Denis - _ . 


Douglas-street . - • - 


V. 


~ 


V, 


M'Auliff, Thomas - 


York-street - 




V. 


t. 


Morgan, John . _ . 


Bandon-road - 


- 






Murphy, Michael ... 


Philips’s-lane - 








hlahony, Red. ... 


Long s-lane .... 


- 


V. 




Moore, David - - - - 


Mallow-lane - . - - 


V. 


V. 


V, 


Manning, Edmond ... 


York-street ... - 


V. 


V. 




M'Sw’eeny, David . - - 


Bailey s-lane . - - . 




V. 


V. 


Nagle, John ... - 


Skiddy s Castle-lane . - - 


V. 






Noonan, Edmond ... 


Backwater-course - - - 


- 


V. 




Nunan, David - - - - 


York-street - . - - 


V. 


V. 


V. 


Neville, Maurice ... 


Blarney-lane - . - - 


- 


V. 




Neale, Denis ... 


Portney’s-lane - 


- 








Marlow-lane - 


- 






O’Leary, John ... 


Bailey’s-lane - - - - 


V. 






Mullin, Patt. ... - 


Fishmarket-lane - 


- 






Oakshot, John ... 


Philips’s-lane - - - - 


V. 


u. 




O’Brion, Tliomas ... 


Mannix’s-square - 


V. 


V. 


V. 


O’Connor, Js. ... 


Blarney-lane - 


V. 


V. 




O’Connor, Corns. - . - 


Bastable-square - 


— 






Cox, Patrick - - . . 


Market-lane - 


V, 






Purcell, James ... 


Douglas-street - - - - 


- 






Potter, Robert . - - 


Hughs’s-lane - 


t). 


V. 




Pemrose, William - 


Francis-street - - - * 


V. 






Pulvertaft, Thomas ... 


Great Britain-street - - - 


V. 


V. 




Quinell, John . - - - 


Morley’s-lane - 


- 






Riordin, James . . . 


Curry s-rock - 


V. 




V. 


lliordan, William 


Bishop-street . - - • 


V. 


V. 




Ross, George - - - . 


Moriarty ’s-lane . . . 


V. 


V. 




Bryan, Matthew - . . 


Bishop-street . . - - 


- 


V. 




Riorden, Edmund - 


Bandon-road - 


V. 


V. 




Sullivan, William - . . 


Cat-lane - - - - - 


V. 


f'- 


V. 


Scannell, Thomas - - . 


Fair-lane - - - - 


V. 


V. 




Sullivan, Jeremiah . - - 


Blarney-lane - . - 


1 


V. 




Sullivan, Pat. - - . 


Clarence-street - - - 


V. 


V. 




Sullivan, Daniel - . . 


Eason’s-hill - - ■ 


1 ’• 
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— 


1832. 


1835. 


1837. 


Sullivan, James 






York.street . 


t'. 




V. 


Scanlin, John 






Mannix’S'Square ... 


V. 

V. 


V. 




Street, John . 




. 


Abbey.street .... 


V. 


V 


Sullivan, Jos. 




- 


Great Britain-street ... 






Steed, Francis 




. 


Peter’s Church-lane . . - 


v’ 


'v 


V, 


Sullivan, John 
Sheehan, James 
Sweeny, Morgan 




- 


Quarry’s Rock .... 
Old Market-place ... 


~ 


V. 




. 


Cattle Market-street ... 


V. 


V 




Tobin, John - 
Thomas, Samuel 




- 


Leitrim-street .... 




' 


V. 






Old Market-place ... 


v! 


t>' 


Toomey, Js. 




. 


Cove-street .... 




V 




Versychole, William 




. 


Great Britain-street . - - 




V. 


V. 


"Williams, William - 




. 


Francis-street - 






Willard, James 




. 


Fair-lane - . . . . 




u* 




Walsh, Nicholas 
Wyne, Samuel 




- 


Great Britain-street - . - 






■v' 






Cross-street .... 




V 




Wagner, Jonas 
Walsh, Richard 




’ 


West Chapel-street ... 
Beale’s-alley ..... 


- 


V. 




Walsh, John . 




■ 


Leitrim-street .... 




V. 





Appendix, No. 4. 

Persons in Cork 
exempt from Rates 
who voted. 



Names, 152 ; 



of whom voted in 1832 - 
~ in 1835 - 

— in 1837 - 



101 . 

116. 

66. 



Additional Names to add to foregoing List. 



— 


— 


1832. 


1835. 


1837. 


Cotter, Maurice ... 


Douglas-street .... 








Flynn, Edward ... 


Great Britain-street - - - 




V 




Horgan, Dennis ... 


Brandy-lane .... 


V 


V. 




Kennedy, Thomas - - - 


Watercourse .... 


V 




'■ 


Murphy, William ... 


Foster’s-lane .... 


V 






Buckley, Patrick ... 


Blarney-lane .... 


' 






Barrett, Edward ... 


Wellington-road - - - 


V 


■ 


■ 


Buckland, \Villiam - - - 


Brickfields .... 


~ 


v. 


V. 


Beale, John .... 


Douglas-street .... 




V. 


V. 


Coleman, John ... 


Church-street - - . - 






v. 


Cremen, Patrick ... 


Rochford's-lane ... 


V 


V. 




Clarke, Thomas ... 


High-street ■ 


V 


V. 


r. 


Couhig, James ... 


Margaret-street ... 


V 






Farmer, Joseph ... 


Sandy’s-well - 


V 






Hickey, Maurice ... 


Gill Abby .... 


■ 






Hoolan, John - 


Francis-street - 








Haly, Thomas . ^ . 


Philips’s-lane - - - . 


u 






Mahony, Daniel ... 


Nicholas-street . 








Sandell, Frederick ... 


Robert-street - 


V 






Spillane, Daniel ... 


Slattery ’s-Iane - 


•0 


v' 




IVhite, Henry . - - . 


Copythorne-hill . 




■ 




Sullivan, Thomas ... 


Quaker-road .... 


»■ 







Names, 22 } of whom voted in 1832 - - . 15 

— in 1835 ... 13 

— in 1837 ... 10 
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APPENDIX TO REPORT FROM THE 



Appendix, No. 5. 



LIST of Persons in the City of Cori, appearing on the Treasurer’s Books as exempt from Rates, not valued, who voted in 
the Years 1832, 1835, and 1837. 



NAME. 


RESIDENCE. 


1832. 


1835. 


1837. 


NAME. 


RESIDENCE. . 


1832. 


1835. 


1037. 


Ahern, John - 


Dominick-street 








Cronan, Denis 


Evergreen-street. 








Ahern, John - 


Dominick-street 


■ V 


V 


V 


Carr, Henry - 


Blarney-lane 


- 


- - ! 


V 


Ahern, John - 


Gratton-hill 


V 


V 


V 


Clarke, John - 


Millard-street - 


- 


. ; 


V 


Armstrong,Launcelot 


Douglass'Street. 








Clarke, Thomas 


Douglas-street. 








Ahern, Denis- 


Dublin-street. 








Callaghan, Humphrey 


Blarney-lane 


V 


V 


V 


Ahern, Cornelius - 


Gi'eat George's- 


. 


- 


V 


Cahil, Cornelius 


Paul-strect 


V 








street. 








Canty, Patrick 


Bandon-street - 


- 


V 


V 












Clifford, John 


Sunday’s Well - 


V 


V 


V 


Barrett, Stephen 


York-street 


V 


V 




Collins, Cornelius - 


Blarney-lane 


V 


V 




Brown, John - 


Fish Shamble-lane 


V 






Collins, Cornelius - 


Dominick-street 


V 






Broderick, Timothy - 


Blarney-lane. 








Coller, Bartholo- 


Fair-lane - 


V 






Buckley, John 


Great Britain- 


V 


V 


V 


mew. 












street. 








Conroy, Bartholomew 


Tuckey’s street 


V 






Burke, Thomas 


Clarence-street - 


V 


V 


V 


Cockery, John - | 


Kyrl’s-street 


V 


V 


V 


Barry, Edward 


Church street - 


V 


V 


'v 


Costello, Daniel 


Leitrim-street • 


V 


V 




Brady, John - 


Nicholas-street - 


V 






Cooney, Michael - ' 


Douglas-street - 


v 


V 




Buckley, Timothy - 


Douglas-street - 




V 


V 


Cremin, John 


Fair-lane - 




V 




Buckley, Michael - 


Dominick-street 




V 


V 


Cronin, John - 


Douglas-street - 


V 




V 


Barrett, Edmond - 


Dominick-street 




- . 


V 


Cunningham, Enoch 


Kyrl’s Quay 




V 


V 


Belcher, William - 


Evergreen-street 


V 


V 


V 


Cunningham, George 


Kyrl'sQuay-street 


V 


V 


V 


Baker, Robert 


Blarney-lane 


V 






Clancy, Patrick 


Clarence-street - 


V 






Barry, James - 


Coach-street 


V 




V 


Cahill, David 




V 






Brien, Edward 


Nicholas-street - 


V 


V 




Callaghan, John 


York-row - 


V 


V 




Buckley, John 


Cove-street 


V 


V 


V 


Cussen, Edmund 


York-street 


V 


V 


V 


Bryan, Henry 


Francis-street - 


V 


V 




Clear, Ralph - 


Duncan-street « 


V 






Bremacomb, Ste- 


Watercourse 


V 


V 


V 


Clarke, William 




V 




















V 


V 




Baldwin, William I. 


Nicholas-street - 


V 


V 


V 


Corcoran, Thomas - 




V 


V 




Barry, William 


George’s -street - 


V 






Connor, John 










Bernosconi, Joseph N. 


Nicholas-street - 


. 


V 


V 


Coffee, John - 




V 






Baker, Jeremiah 


Vicar-street. 








Cantillon, Patrick - 








V 


Bonner, Nathaniel - 


Sunday’s Well- 


. 


- 


V 


Cockeran, Thomas • 


Dublin-street 


- 


- 


V 




road. 








Clarke, William 




V 




V 


Brash, William 


Dunfaar-street. 








Cahill, David - 










Bernard, Francis 


Nicholas-street. 








Coleman, Matthew 




- 


• 


V 


Bayley, William 


Sand-quay • - 




- 


V 


Callaghan, Daniel - 


Cattle - market - 






V 


Barrett, W'illiam 


Kift’s-lane 


. 


. 


V 












Browne, Henry 


Sunday’s Well- 








Daly. Denis - 


Great Britain- 


V * 


V 




Breton, Thomas 


Douglas-street - 


- 




V 




street. 








Bowen, Michael 


Dunfaar-street - 


. 




V 


Daly, John - 




V 


V 




Brickley, Richard - 


Barrack-street.- 








Dooly, John - 


Douglas-street - 


V 


V 


V 


Broadbridge, Richard 


Evergreen-street. 








Driscoll, Patrick - , 




V 


V 


V 


Barry, Thomas 


Duiibar-street 




. 


V 




street 


















Drummy, James 


Blarney-lane - . 


V 


V 


V 


Cunningham, Timothy 


Tobin-street 


V 


- 


V 












Cooke, Edmond 


Sunday’s Well - 


V 


V 




Donovan, William - 




V 


V 




Cave, William ’ 


Sunday’s Well. 








Dale, John 


Sunday’s Well - 


V 






Connell, Patrick 


Hanover-street. 








Daly, John 




V 


V 




Clifton, Michael 


York-street 


V 






Davis, George 


York-street 


V 






Clarke, William 


Douglas-street • 


. 


V 




: Duliig, Matthew - 


Clarence-street - 


V 


V 


V 


Clarke, John - 


Quaker-road 


_ 


V 




Donoghue, John 




V 


V 




Cronin, Jeremiah - 


York-street 


V 


V 




Dowd, John - 




V 






Connell, Jeremiah - 


Moore-street 


. 


V 


V 


Donoghue, John 


Black Pool 


V 


V 


V 


Coleman, Robert - 


Cove-street. 








Dromy, Thomas 




■ V 


V 




Cox, John 


Sunday’s Well. 








Davies, John - 






V 




Connor, Francis 


Sunday’s Well - 




- 


V 


Dwyer, John - 




- 


V 




Cooke, James- 


Blarney-lane. 








Dixon, Robert 






- 


V 


Cogan, Andrew 


Lough-lane. 








Denahy, Peter 


Fishamble-lane - 


V 






Crowley, Patrick - 


Clarence-street. 








JJenahy, Denis 










Cotter, Garrett 


Old Market-place 








Deady, Michael 










Crowley, William • 


Leitrim-street - 






V 


Daly, Patrick 










Cunningham, Enoch 


Kyrl’s-street 






V 


Dorgan, Michael - 










Crowley, John 


Pumn-lane 






V 


Duffe, David - 






. 


V 


Coleman, Jeremiah - 


Shandon-lane. 








Donoghue, John 




V 


y 


V 


Callanan, William - 


Nicholas-sircct. 








Doyle, Henry 


Douglas-street - 


- ' 
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Featherstone, Kdward 
Flanagan, William - 
Fitzgerald, Thomas 
Faby, Patrick 

Green, Richard 
Gatrin, Stephen 
Good, George 
Geary, William 
Gearan, Mathias 
Grainger, Richard - 
Grifn, Joseph 



List of Personsappearing on the Treasurers Books as exempt from Rates, &c.—coKfiHuec/. 



Blarney-lane 
William-street - 
Old Chapel-lane 
Market-street. 

Old Warket-pl 
Black Moors-f^^®- 
lane 

Douglas-street - 
Eason’s Hill 
Mallov.'-lane. 
Clarence-street - 
Dominick-street 
Thomas-street - 
Sunday’s Well - 
Cove-street 
Church-street - 
Barrack-street - 
Quaker-road 
Dublin-street - 
Old Chapel-lane 
Clarence-street - 
Kyrl’s-street 
Royal Arcade - • 
York-row. 
Dominick-street 
Quaker-rpad - • 

Kemp-street. • 
Old Market-place ■ 



NAME. 


RESIDENCE. 


1832. 


1836. 


1837. 


NAME. 


Pelohery, Thomas - 
Penehv, Daniel 


New-Iane. 

Mallow-lane 








Kiely, Timothy 
Kay, Alexander 


Denny, Patrick 


Blarney-lane 


- 


- 


V 


Kennedy, William - 


Donovan, John 


Barrack-street - 


- 


- 


V 


K-innealy, Thomas - 


Dunn, Thomas 
Dwyer, Matthew- - 
Dizon, Allen - 


Ynrk-street. 
Tuckey’s-street. 
French Church 








Kelioe, Patrick 
Kavena'gh, Charles - 


Dixon, Robert 


street. 

Kyrl’s-street 






y 


Langwith, Richard 
Lane, .Tohn 


Ellis, William- 


Douglas-street - 




y 




Osborne, Thomas L. 
Lucy, Timothy 


Eorigbt, James 


Doufflas-street - 


V 


V 




Lynch, Thomas 


Evans, John - 


Dean-street 


V 


V 




Lynch, William 


Euright, Michael - 


Langford-row - 


V 


V 


V 


Lynch, William 


Flaherty, William - 


Donovan-street - 




y 




Lucas, George 
Lyane, Daniel 


Fitzgerald, Patrick 


Kemo-street 


V 


. 


V 


Lyons, George 


Foohy, Patrick 


Francis-sireet - 




V 




Lynch, Jeremiah - 


Foide, Thomas 


North Chapel- 


V 


V 


V 


Lane, Cornelius 


faby, John Cronan 


street. 

Blarney-lane 








Lee, Stephen - 
Lee, Christopher - 


Fane, Thomas 


Bishop-street 




V 


V 


Leary, Patrick 


Fitzgerald, James - 


John-street 


V 


V 




Logan, Henry 
Ludgate, James 


Flynn, Denis - 


Blarney-lane 




V 


V 


Fenny, Richard 
Foiey, Thomas 


Parliament-street 

Barrack-street. 




. . 


V 


Lyons, Daniel 
Linehan, Jeremiah - 



Pope’s Quay. 
Dominick-street. 
Pump-lane. 
Blarney-lane. 

Kyrl’s-quay 

Kyrl’sstreet 

Pump-lane 

Old Market-place 

Nicholas-street • 

Fish-street 

Pump-lane. 



Mallow-lane 
Dominick-street 
Blarney-lane 
Dominick-street 
Cockpit-lane 
Grafton’s-alley - 
.Moore-street 
’ Broad-lane 
Ballard’s lane - 
Peter’s Church- 
lane. 

Broad-lane 
Pope’s-quay 
Bishop’s street. 
Dublin-street. 
Clarence-street. 
Bishop ’s-street. 
KyiTs-street. 
Barrack-street. 
Fish Shamble-lane 
Half Moon-street. 
George-street. 
Barrack-street. 



Douglas-street - 
Sullivan’s-quay - 
Evergreen 
Dominick-street 

Old Market-place 
Curtis-street 
Blarney-lane 
Broad-lane 



Lyons, James 
Love, John - 

Manning, Michael - 
Mahoney, Jeremiah 
Mahony, James 
Manly, John - 
M'Carty, Florence - 
M'Namara, John • 
Mayberry, William 
M'Kenna, Dennis - 
M‘Sweeney, Michael 
M'Dead, Henry 
Murphy, Edmond - 
Murphy, Jeremiah - 
Murphy, John 
Murphy, James 
Murphy, Stephen - 
Murphy, Denis 
Murphy, James 
Murphy, Joseph 
Murphy, James 
Meade, James 
Merryfield, Thomas 
M'Carty, Daniel 
M'Carty, Jeremiah - 
Myles, James 
Mahoney, Michael - 
Mahoney, Denis 
Mayberry, Francis - 
M'Carty, John 

Murphy, Jeremiah - 
M'Donnel), Timothy 
Miilbank, Samuel - 
Madden, Charles Ed- 
ward. 

Malione)', Denis 
M'Donnell, John - 
Moriarty, Ambrose - 
M'Namara, James • 
Murphy, Daniel 
Murphy, Bartholo- 
mew. 

Murphy, Denis 
Mahoney, Daniel - 
M'Cavthy, Timothy 
Murphy, James 



Hughes’s-lane - 
Rawbuck-lane • 
Hill Grove-lane - 
Tobin-street 
Eason’s'hill 
Prob)^s-quay 
St. John’s-street 
Old Market-place 
Cove-street 
Kyri-street. 
Fair-lane - - 

Hanover-street - 
Blarney-lane 
Broad-lane. 
Grafton’s-alley - 
Barrack-street - 
Clarence-street - 
Sunday’s Well. 
Clarence-street - 
Old Market-place 
Peter’s Church-lane 
Clarence-street - 
Sullivan’s-quay - 
Clarence-street - 

- ditto - 

- ditto - 
Brick-fields, 
Cattle Market- 

street. 

Blarney-lane 
Broad-lane 
Bachelor-quay - 
James-street 

Bishop-street. 
Hanover-street - 
Fair-lane - 
Kyrl-street 
Blarney-lane 
Caroline-street - 



Fish-street 

Spring-lane 

Tobin-street. 

Leitrim-street 
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APPENDIX TO REPORT FROM THE 



List of Persons appearing on the Treasurer’s Books as exempt from Rates, &c — continued. 



NAME. 


RESIDENCE. 


1832. 


1835. 


1837. 


NAME. 


RESIDENCE. 


J832. 


1835. 


1837 




Blarney-lane - 


y 






Riordan, Patrick - 


Clarence street - 


V 


V 






- ditto - 


. 




V 


Roberts, Daniel 


Douglas-street - 


- 


V 


V 


Morgan, Richard - 


Cattle Market- 




- 


V 


Rumley, William - 


Newenham-place 


- 




V 










Riordan, Denis 


Barrack -street - 


- 


- 


V 




Blarney-lane 


V 






Ryan, John - 


Cook-street 


- * 




V 




James's-street - 


- 


- 


V 


Roycroft, William - 


Grafton s-alley - 


- 


- 


V 


Moriartv, Michael - 


Kyrl's-quay 


- - 


- - 


V 


Ryan, John - 


Eason’s-hill 


- ■ 


' - 


V 




Cockpit-lane. 










Friar's-walk 










Old Market-place 


- 


• 


V 


Saunders. John 


y 






Murphy, Edward - 


Drawbridge-street 








Sexton, Jeremiah - 


Barrack-street - 


V 


V 


T 




Hughes’s-lane - 


V 






Sheehan, Daniel 


Pope s-quay 


V 








Dublin-street. 








Sheehan, John 


Curtis-lane 


V 








Francis-street. 








Shea, Richard 


Wmter’s-liill 


- 


- - 


V 




Bishop-street. 








Shea, Denis - 


Douglas-street - 


V 


- - 


T 




Nicholas-street. 








Smith, Jasper - 


Blarney-lane 


V 


- 


V 




Blarney-lane 


V 


V 


V 


Sullivan Timothy - 


Blarney-lane 


V 






Murphy, James 


Morgan-street - 


V 






Sullivan, Michael 


Clarence-street - 


V 


- 


V 












V 






Nagle, John - 


Blarney-lane 










- ditto - 








Needham, Luke 


Nile-street 


V 






Summeston, William 


Peter’s Church- 




y 


y 


Noonan, John 


Douglas-street. 
















Nunan, John - 


Rutland-street - 


* • 




V 




Watercourse 


V 






Neile, John - 


Millard-street. 












V 




y 


Noonan, Daniel 


Chapel-hill 


• 


■ 


'' 




Clarence-street - 


V 




y 


Neville, Denis 
Noble, Richard 


James’s-street - 


- 


■ 


'' 




Cattle-market-lane 


V 






Coach-street 




■ 






Dominick-street 


V 






Neville, Eugene 


Curtis-street 


' ' 


* ■ 


'' 


Sheehan, Jeremiali - 


Barrack -street. 










Half Moon-street 


V 




V 


Stack, James ■ 


Curtis’s-lane 


- - 




Y 




Fish-street 


V 




V 


Sheehy, John - 


Douglas-street. 








O’Leary, Timothy - 


Clarence-street - 


V 


V 




Scanlan, William • 


- ditto - 


V 






O’Sullivan, Timothy 


- ditto - 


V 


V 




Sullivan, John 


Meeting-house-lane 


- 


V 


V 




Barrack-street. 








Sheehan, John 


Farrel s-square. 










Clarence-street - 


V 


V 


T 


Simcocks, Thomas - 


Peter’s-street 


- 


V 




O’Driscol, Denis 


Sunday’s Well - 


V 






Selby, Peter - 


Cross-street. 








O'Leary, John 


Old Market-place 


V 


V 




Sullivan, James 


Boyce’s-street. 














Sheehan, Thomas - 


Friar’s Walk 




- 


V 


O’Conner, John 


Blarney-lane. 








Sheehy, Joseph 


French Church- 


- - 


- - 


V 




Market-street - 


V 








street. 








O’Brien, Maurice - 


York-street 


- . 


V 


V 


Sullivan, Morty Cor- 


Blarney-lane 










Brunswick-street 


- 




V 


nelius. 












Mallow-lane. 








Shea, William 


Evergreen-street. 










Cockpit-lane. 








Sullivan, John 


St. George’s-street 


- 


- 


V 




John’s-street. 








Shine, William 


Francis-street - 


- 




V 


O’Brien, Daniel 


Bishop-street. 








Sugrue, Timothy 


Blarney-lane. 


















. 




V 


Pickley, Michael - 


Rawbuck’s-lane - 








Sullivant, 'Vincent - 




. 


. 


V 


Power, Michael 


Clarence-street - 


V 














Perkius, Charles 


Great Britain- 


V 


'' 




Tobin, Joseph 


Douglas-street - 


V 




V 


Quill, Thomas 
















V 




Cross-street 


V 






Toole, Jonas - 


Blarney-lane 


V 


V 




Radcliffe, Jonas 


Sunday’s Well - 
Cove-street 


y 


. 


V 


Vaughan, Joseph 


Kyrl’s-street 


- - 






Russell, Thomas 


Mallow-lane 


V 


V 


V 


Walsh, Thomas 


Old Market-place 


V 








John-street 


V 


V 


V 


Wall, Walter ■ 


Barrack-street - 


V 


V 






Dominick-street 


-- 


V 




Windle, John - 


Winter’s Hill 


V 






Regan, Thomas 


Hughes’s-lane - 


- 


- 


V 


Waters, John - 


Pump-lane 


V 


V 






Clarence-street - 


V 






Williams, Thomas - 


Little Hanover-st 




V 






Mallow-lane 




V 


V 


Walsh, George 


Wandesford-street 






y 


Redden, Daniel 


Bowling Green- 


V 






Walsh, Michael 


Kyrl-street 


- - 








street. 




















Clarence-street - 


V 


V 


V 


Mara, John - 


Blarney-lane 


- 


V 




Regan, John - 


Barrack-street - 


V 






Smith, Michael 


Pembroke-street 


- - 


V 




Rheason, Samuel - 


Clarence-street. 
















- 



Names 363 


- Of whom voted in 1832 


- ■ 193 




„ 1835 


135 




„ 1837 


156 
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Appendix, No. 6. 



LIST of Non-Resident Freemen, County of the City of Cork, with those who Voted at the 
Election of 1837 marked off. 



•/ Allen, William, Liscongil. 

Ashe, Richard, Coolehan. 

Austen, Rev. Robert, Hadwell Lodge. 

Austen, William, 97th Regiment of Foot. 

V Adams, Samuel Wallis, l^illbree. 

Allen, Samuel, Youghall. 

Aldworth, R. Oliver, Lower Drummore. 

Allen, William, Shandrum. 

Ashton, Gough, Donerail. 

Aldworth, Robert Rogers, Newmarket. 

V" Aldworth, Rev. John, Newmarket. 

Anderson, John William, Ushheld. 

Armstrong, Rev. Julius, Mallow. 

•/ Ashe, RicSiard, Ashgrove. 
v' Ashe, Edward, Castle Hill. 

Annesley, Hon. Arthur Grove, Armsgrove. 

Atkins, Heyward, Carrigalin. 

Alleyn, Henry, Middleton. 

•y Ashe, Richard, Macroom. 

Becher, Richard Henry Hedges, Hollybrook. 
^ Barter, Joseph, Ballinphelie. 

Beale, Samuel, Reddington. 

Becher, Michael Allen, Clonakilty. 
v” Barter, William Lovekin, Ballymurphy. 
y/ Baldwin, Rev. Artliur Bernard, Mallow. 

Burke, Thomas, Lieut.-Col., Prospect Villa. 
V" Barry, Henry Green, Ballyclough House, 
y/ Bowen, John, Oakgrove. 

Bowden, Richard Cox, Dunmanway. 

.y Beamish, AdderIey,,Killcoleman. 
y Bernard, Arthur B., Pallace Ann. 

Berkeley. David John, m. d., Skibbereen. 
y Brasier, Kiiner, Mitchelsfort. 

Bruce, George, Milltown Castle. 

Berkeley, J(mn, Skibbereen. 
y Briscoe, Robert, Fermoy. 

Bernard, Walter, Newmarket. 
y Biggs, Thomas Joseph, Garryhankardmore., 

Brown, Rev. Carlton, Glandore. 

Ball, Bob Staweil, Youghall. 

Baldwin, Hewit Pool, Bandon. 

Baldwin, William, Kinsale. 
v' Baldwin, Franklin, Bandon. 
y Brown, Henry, Youghall. 
y Bullen, Robert Crofts, Ballythomas. 
y Barter, Thomas, Bandon. 

Beale, John Flemyng, Reddington. 

Braddle, John Armsted, Mallow. 

Barrett, Richard, Mallow. 
y Bernard, Hon. W. S., the Farm near Bandon. 

Bond, Harmer, Crosshaven, 
y Briscoe, Robert, jun., Fermoy. 

Brown, Thomas Mitchell, Roekborough. 

Bernard, John, jun., Clareville. 

Barrett, Richard, jun.. Mallow. 
y Bland, James Franklin, Derrygwinn. 

Bruce, Rev. Jonathan, Springrort. 

Bush, Rev. Charles, Castlehaven Glebe. 

Bastable, Henry, Hcathfield. 

Bennett, Samuel, Clonakilty. 
y Bland, Francis Christopher, Derrygwinn. 

Bowls, Spottswood, Ahern. 

Cotter, Nelson Kearney, Rochforrest. 
y Campion, Rev. T. S., Knockamourne Glebe- 
y Corban, Lawrence, Kilworth. 

0-46. s 



y Creag'h, John Bt^well, Kinsale. 
y Crofts, Charles, White Point. 
y Carden, Robert, Corel. 

Chatterton, Sir William A., Castlemahon. 
v/ Cotter, Rev. James Lawrence, Buttevant. 
y Courtney, John, Ballyedmound. 
y Courtney, Robert, Balleyedmound. 

Courtney, George, Dromadda. 

Connor, William, Mishills. 

Colthurst, Charles, Clonmoyle. 
y Crofts, Thomas Lucas, Velvetstown. 
n/ Crofts, Christopher, Ballyhoura Lodge. 
y Crofts, Rev. Freeman Willis, Churchtown. 
y Cramer, John Thomas, Rathmore. 

Crooke, Thomas E., Ahavim. 
y Crooke, Richard Brown, Carrigadwhid. 
y Cudmore, Thomas, Millstreet. 
y Campion, Richard Gifford, Bushey Park. 
y Chester, Rev. John, Ballycloi^h. 

Cotter, Rev. John Rogerson, Templetrine. 
y Crooke, William, Derreen. 

Crone, John, Byblox. 

Coppinger, Joseph, Kanturk. 

V Coppinger, Jolm Rye, Carkue. 

Creah, B. B., Laverentimim, Donerale New^ 

Creagh, Arthur Gethin, ditto. 

Creagh, Michael, Killbrack. 

■/ Crofts, James Nelson, Concamore. 
y Cotter, Rev. John, Edmond. 

Cotter, George Sackville, Heatlifield. 

Connell, Rev. Richai’d Loans, Templebrady. 

Coliis, William Crooke, Castlecooke. 

Cowen, John, Glanmire Road. 

-y Campion, Rev. R. D., Knockinirvine Glebe. 
■/ Campion, Robert, Croomore. 

Clarke, Charles Henry, Passage West. 
y Chute, Rev. Francis Arthur, Cahirciveen. 
v' Clarke, Charles, Skibbereen. 

Cleburne, Joseph, Bridepark. 

Colthurst, John Henry, Dripsey Castle. 

Connor, Daniel, jun., March House. 

•y Corker, Chambre, jun., Innishannon. 

Corker, Chambre, Innishannon. 
v' Connor, Daniel, Ballybricken. 
y Clarke, David Horan, Weston. 
y Creagh, Arthur Gethin, jun.. Bally Ellis. 

■/ Cogldan, John, Bride Park. 
y Coghlan, Rev. C. L., Keen Adragole. 

Cotter, John, Ashton. 

y Dunscombe, Richard Meade, Brookville. 
y Daunt, George A., Newborougb. 
y Daunt, Henry Arthur, Newborough. 
y Daunt, William, Inniskean. 
y Daunt, Francis, Ballyneen. 
y Dunn, George Newman, Kinsale. 
y Dunn, Robert Lander, Kinsale. 
y Dclany, George Foster, of Gurtmore. 

Daunt, Achilles, Kinsale. 
y Daunt, John, Iiiniskeen. 

De la Cour, Robert, Bearforrest. 

Donovan, Philip, Castletownsends. 
y Daunt, Thomas Achilles, Coolnagouge. 

Deane, James Roche, Dunkerreen. 
y Daunt, Thomas, Baltineen. 

Damas, Peter, Claglireen. 

•y Davies, Roger Green, Ahadoe. 

. 4 {continued'] 
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Non-Resident 
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Daunt, William, Springhill. 
s/ Dorman, Bishop William, Kinsale. 

■j Doherty, Edward, Bandon. 

Dunscombe, Richard Child, Brookfield, 
v/ Delany, Edward, Lisnagoorneen. 

v' Eranson, the Rev. Alleyn, Four-mile Water. 
Evanson, Nathaniel, Four-mile Water. 
Evanson, Charles, Four-mile Water. 

Elliot, Thomas, Kanturk. 

Evanson, Abraham M., Four-Mile Water, 
v' Evanson, William B., Four-mile Water. 

>/ Evanson, Richard Tonson, Ardoguma. 
Evanson, Nathaniel, Friendly Cove. 

V Edgar, the Rev. John Ware, High Purk. 
Evanson, Nathaniel, jun.. Four-mile Water. 
Eyre, Robert Hedges, Macrom Castle. 

Forsayth, Tlromas, Ringuskiddy. 

Finla}'son, John, Bristol. 

Foot, Henry Baldwin, Carrigacunna Castle. 
■j Freeman, Richard Deane, Charlestown. 
Foot, Thomas Wade, Springfort. 

Foot, James, Sprin^ort. 

Foley, Robert Yard, Kinsale. 

Fitzgerald, Joseph Capel, Clogliroe. 

Foott, George, Carrigacunna Castle. 

Foot, James Boyce, Carrigaline. 

Furlong, Charles, Convamore, 

v' Green, Rev. William, Middleton. 

Gambleton, Rev. George, Mount Rivers. 
Gumbleton, John B., Lismore. 

Gumbleton, Richard, Castleview. 

Galway, St. John, Mallow. 

Garde, Thomas William, Ballindynis. 
Garde, Charles, BaDindynis. 

^ Gollock, Rev. James, Clogfaroe. 

^ Garde, Heniy, Ballinacurra. 

Gardiner, John, Mallow, 
v' Gibbings, Robert, Kilcrea. 
v' Good, John, Rockgrove. 

Good, Charles, Ballinvowsig. 

Gibson, Lewis, Kilboy. 
v' Gollock, Thomas, Leeraount. 

Gollock, Lewis Crusins, Classes. 

Green, Roger, Yougliall. 

Gaggin, Rev. Richard, Dungourney Glebe. 
Glover, James, Drumcorbett. 

Green, James Ellis, YoughalL 
Gumbleton, Henry, Curryglass House. 
Gumbleton, Richard, Curryglass House. 
Galwey, William, Mallow. 

Harvey, Rev. William, Athnowen Glebe. 
Helen, Emanuel, Bantry. 

•/ Hutchins, Benjamin, Ballea Castle. 

^ Halloran, Rev. William, Yougball. 
Hungerford, Thomas, Cahermore. 

Hoare, Edward, Middleton Lodge. 

Harnett, John Crosbie, Kinsale. 

Harris, Thomas, Kinsale. 

Heard, J ohn Isaac, Kinsale. 

■j Hungerford, Thomas, the Island. 

^ HaAvkes, John, Kilcrea.' 
v' Hill, James, Graig. 

Hill, Arundel, Doneraile. 

■/ Hawkes, Wilhara, Rose-mount. 

Hume, Clement, Mallow. 

Hawkes, Samuel, Kilcrea. 

Hill, Richard, Doneraile. 

V Hill, Arundel, Clogheen. 

Herbert, Rev. Bastable, Kilgarvan Glebe. 

- Hall, W. H., Catlierine-st., city Limerick. 
Hendley, Matliias, Mount-rivers, 
v' Hodder,W.H. M.,jun., Hoddersfield. 
Holland, W. H., sen., Newgrove. 

Kingston, Rev. James, YoughalL 
Hornibrook, John Thomas, Beechmount. 
Harding, Robert, Cheriy-grove. 

Harding, Samuel Robert, Cherry-gro^ e. 



Harding, Henry, Harding-grove. 
Humphreys, Daniel, Middleton. 

v' Jones, Rev. Jonas Travers, Drumbeg. 

J ones, Harry, Leadington Cottage. 
Johnson, Rev. John, Carrigaline. 

V J ones, Rev. Francis, Coolcuher. 
v' Ja^oe, Jonathan, Dunmanway. 

Johnson, Edward, Clifi'ord. 

John, Thomas, jun., Yougliall. 

v' Kenny, Edward Herbert, Kilmeen. 

•/ KirchofFer, Rev. Robert, Clondwhid Glebe. 
‘Z Kiely, John, Strancally Castle, 
v' Kiely, John, jun., Strancally Castle. 

Kenah, William, Castlemartyr. 

•Z Knolles, Tlioraas, Oatlands. 

■Z Knolles, Thomas Walter, Oatlands. 

Kelly, Richard, Strancally Castle. 

Kellett, Edward, Clonacody. 

Kellott, John Dalton, Clonmell. 

Kingston, William Holland, Bandon. 

■Z Lowe, George Bond, Clogher. 

Lysaght, Nicholas, Mallow, 
s/ Lindsay, Henry John, Myshill. 

Lucas, Ja^er Evans, Lackendone- 
./ Lawton, Hugh, Lake Maj-sh. 

Lyster, Littleton, Glandore. 

•Z Longfield, John, Longueville. 

Longfield, Henry, Waterloo. 
sZ Labarte, John, Cdilr. 

■Z Lewis, William, Kinsale. 

Lysaght, William, Hazelwood, 
v' Lawless, Rev. John, Woodview. 
v/ Lawless, John, Cloyne. 

Lowe, William Harmer, Greenagh. 

■Z Leader, Henry, Mount Leader. 

Langton, James, Brure Lodge. 

•Z Macklcr, Rev. James, Rockville. 

Marsden, Frederick, Brooklodge. 

>Z Maginn, Rev. John, Cloyne. 
v/ Milner, George, Lakemount. 
v' Mongan, Rev. J. C., Kilnamariyr Glebe. 

Martin, Hughes, Tulligreen. 

■Z Morgan, Jonathan, Kinsale. 

Massey, George, Woodfort. 

Massey, Henry, Woodfort. 

■Z M‘Cormick, William James, Killpatrick. 

Madras, Rev. John Henry, Nohova! Glebe. 
^ Mockler,Rev. James, jun., Cappoquin. 

■Z Meade, Rev. William, Donoughmore. 
Maxwell, Robert, jun., Charleville. 

Madras, Rev. John, Donouglunore 
•Z Martin, James, Killahora. 

■Z Magrath, John, Cashel. 

Magrath, Terence, Cashel. 

■Z Martin, John, Killahora. 

M‘0’Boy, Laurence Corban, Bilberry Hilf. 
Murphy, Michael, Newtown. 

Nash, John Michael, Lonesome Lodge. 

^ Newenham, Rev. T., Kilcromper Glebe, 
v' Nash, Webb, Kinsale. 

Newman, John Spiller, Kinsale. 

,Z Newman, George, Kinsale. 

V Nettles, Richard N., Nettleville. 

■Z Nettles, Robert, Nettleville. 

Newenham, R., 65lh regt. foot, Dunmanway. 
V" Newman, William, Kinsale. 

Nash, Rev. Thomas Edmond, Cove. 

Norcott, James, Springfield. 

Norcott, John, Cottage. 

O’Driscoll, Alexander, Shepperton. 

•Z O’Callaghan, H. D.,Cardogan House. 

^ Owens, Cliristopher, Cove. 

■Z O’Caliaghan, Denis, Carduggan. 

v/ Orpen, Henry, Artully. 

v' Orpen, Richard Bcchcr, Bridgevillc. 
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Orpen, Rev. John Emanuel, Glebe Hill, 
Kanturk. 

^ Owens, Christopher, jun., Cove. 

Purcell, William, Altimira. 

Purcell, Richard Harris, Anabella. 

Perry, Richard Ne-wman, Ballinadee. 

Perry, Richard R., Mallow. 

Popham, Bradshaw, Scartnamack. 
v' Purcell, Pierce, Castleview. 

V' Parker, William, Rock Cottage. 

Phillips, Robert, Convamore. 
s/ Popham, John, Bandon. 

Popham, Robert, Coolpadda. 

Purcell, John, Burton. 

Penrose, John, Shandangan. 

Purcell, Rev. Matthew, Burton. 

Pyne, John, Cottage. 

Pedder, Henry, Clonmell. 

Perry, T. S., ensign, 81st regiment of foot. 

^ Purcell, James, Kanturk. 

■/ Purcell, Charles, Mallow. 

Rowe, Thomas, Mallow. 

Reeves, Francis Carlton, Soutli Terrace. 
Rogers, Rev. William, Cloyne. 
v' Roberts, Michael, Killmoney. 

Rye, John Tonson, Ryecourt. 

V Ryder, Rev. William, Ballinterry. 

Sealy, Imas Morris Sealey, Barleyfield. 
Swayne, John, Fermoy. 

Shaw, Bernard Robert, Balljunore. 
v” Smith, William, Ahada. 

•/ Scott, David Howe, Cove. ' 

Spread, William, Kinsale. 

Stawell, George, Crobeg. 

Stevelly, Rev. Edmond, Dinagh. 

Sullivan, William, Clonakilty. 

Stannard, Edward, Priory, 
v” Smith, Rev. John, Ahavrin. 

Spiller, John, Clonakilty. 

Seymour, Nicholas George, Moneroe. 
v' Splaine, Richai’d, Moneen. 

Splaine, James, Ballingilla. 

•/ Swayne, James, Youghall. 
v' Swete, John, Bandon. 

Sealy, John, Ballymallis. 

Spratt, Thomas Edmond, Montevideo. 

•J Smitli, Rev. George, Castlcmartyr. 
v' Splaine, Richard, jun., Aherla. 



Somerville, Thomas, Drishane. 

■/ Stainistreet, Rev. Thomas, Cove. 

Travers, John, Garrycloyne, 

•J Travers, John, Cummeen. 

Tresilian, Thomas, Dunworley. 

Townsend, Rev. Chambre C., Clonakilty. 
Townsend, Richard, Clontaff. 

Townsend, Samuel, Whitehall. 

Tuckey, Rev. Thomas, Dromeleague. 

V Thompson, Rev. Edward P., Brade. 
Taylor, Alexander, Cove. 

■/ Triphook, Robert, Castle Townsend. 

Uniacke, Crofton, Ballyre. 

Uniack, Norman, Castletown. 

•/ Uniacke, James, jun., Glengara. 

Wood, Andrew Jordaine, Sydney-place. 
Wood, Thomas, CooHnrisk. 

Westropp, Amos Freeman, Monkstown. 

•y Wilson, Edward Henry, Ballycuna. 

V Wilson, Joseph, Ballycuna. 

■y Ware, Thomas, Woodfort. 

Wallis, Michael, Passage West. 

■y Warren, John B., Warren’s Grove. 

■y Welstead, Richard, Ballywalter. 

■y Wheeler, Richard, Fort Prospect. 

Wigmore, Richard Harding, BaUynona. 
Wigmore, Rev. Thomas, Middleton. 
Walker, Rev. Thomas, jun., Gardeviile. 

■y Warren, William Bourne, Rose Lodge. 

^ Wigmore, Henry, Balljrodock. 

Wakeham, William John, Springbill. 

•y Warren, Massy Hutchinson, Shandangan. 

Wheeller, Joseph Thomas, Bandon. 
v' Wheeler, Robert Smithson, Bandon. . 

■y Wood, George, Ballyhalivick. 

Wigmore, Henry, Ballynona. 

Wood, Henry Owens, Fermoy, Captain 
37tli regiment. 

Williams, Columbine Lee Cah-e, Crosshaven- 
house. 

. Williams, John, Bridestown. 

Welstead, Richard, Ballywalter. 

Wrixon, John, Walshestown. 

■y Wrixon, Edward, Kilmore. 

•y Wallis, Henry, Drishane Castle. 

White, Hon. Simon, Bantry-house. 
Woodley, George, Frankfort. 

■y Wakeham, Joseph Barter, Springhill. 



Gross number of non-resident Freemen .... 355 
Of whom voted in 1837 ..... 134 
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(4.) — A RETURN of the Number of Dwelling Houses in the City of Cork which are valued in 
the City Rate-books. 



PARISH. 


Amounting 
to 5 /., 

10 i. 


Amounting 
to 10 1 ., 
and not to 
20 i. 


Amounting 
to 20 1, 

SO 1 . 


Amounting 
to 30 1 ., 

50 i. 


1 Amounting 
1 to 50 1 ., 

' and not to 
100 1 . 


Amounting 

loot, and 
upwurda. 


Total 

Houses. 


St. Finn Barr 


77 


42 


12 


16 


2 


1 


150 


St. Nicholas 


279 


172 


43 




16 


_ 


556 


Holy Trinity 


124 


160 


185 


278 


215 


14 


976 


St. Paul 


89 


123 


54 


35 


59 


- 


360 


St. Peter • 


130 


326 


90 


73 


38 


- 


557 


St. Mary Shandon 


273 


201 


58 


21 


2 


— 


554 


St. Ann Shandon 


306 


264. 


125 


77 


48 


1 


821 




1,277 


1,188 


1 567 


546 


380 

i 


16 


3.974 



RECAPITULATED. 



Amounting to 5L, and not to 10 L- 

— to 10/., and not to 20 /. 

— to 20 L, and not to 30/. 

— to 30 1., and not to 50 1. 

— to 50 1., and not to 100^. - 

— to 100 1. and upwards 


: : : 


- 1,277 houses. 

- i,i88 

- 567 

546 
’ 380 

16 




Total - - 


- 3.974 



Taken from the city rate-books, by order of the Fictitious Votes Committee. 



London, 5 March 1838. 



Richard Gould. 
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Paper delivered in by Mr. John Young. 

A LIST of the Registered Voters of the City of Cork, mentioned in the Evidence of Mr. /o/rnYw/no, 
with a Statement of the Value, according to his Judgment, of their respective Premises, and the 
Valuation on the City Books of such of them as appear thereon, the Date of Registry, and the 
several Elections at which they Voted. 













1 

|Eleciioiis Voted at. 










of Registry. 


1832 . 


1835 . 


1837 . 


Barrett, Joseph - 


Wellington-road - 


£. 5. d, 
6 - - 


not valued 


1 April 1837 








Barry, William - 


Dublin-street 


6 - - 


ditto 


29 Mar. 1836 


_ 


- 


V 


Barr}’, Andrew - 


Watercourse 


40s. free- 
hold. 


ditto 


13 Oct. 1832 


V 


V 


V 


Barry, John 


Balivo-iane • 


ditto 


13 Oct. 1832 


V 


V 


V 


Barry, Thomas - 


Paul-street - 


6 10 - 


ditto 


12 Oct. 1832 


V 


v 


' V 


Boland, Patrick 


Shaw’s-dock 




ditto 


21 Nov. 1837 


_ 


_ 


_ 


Brown, James - 


Great Britain-street 




ditto 


16 Oct. 1832 


V 


v 


V 


Buckley, Denis - 


Welliogton-road - 




ditto 


7 Nov. 1835 


_ 


- 


V- 


Buckley, Thomas 


Rockwell-iane 


6 - - 


ditto 


23 Nov. 1832 


V 


- 


v 


Burk, John 


Coppinger’s-lane - 
Wisdom’s-lane 




ditto 


16 Nov. 1832 


V 


V 


_ 


Burk, Bartholomew - 


6 - - 


ditto 


22 Nov. 1832 


V 


V 


V 


Cahill, David 


Rawbuck’s-lane - 


6 - - 


Ql. 


6 Nov. 1832 


V 


_ 


- 


Canning, Peter - 


Henry-street 

Barry’s-lane 


5 - - 


not valued 


21 Nov. 1832 


V 


V 


V 


Canty, Thomas - 




ditto - 


iq Oct. 1832 1 


V 


V 


- 


Cummins, Thomas 


Archdeacon’s, lane 




ditto 


1 April 1836 


_ 


- 


v 


Curtin, Francis - 


Wisdom's-lane 




ditto 


28 Nov. 1832 


V 


V 


_ 


Denahy, Bartholomew 


Curry’s-rock 


5 - - 


ditto 


21 Sept. 1837. 




- 


_ 


Denahy, Cornelius 


Bishop’s-street » 


6 - - 


ditto 


10 Nov. 1832 


v 1 


- 1 


- 


Dinneen, Patrick 


Barrack-street 


6 - - 


ditto 


iQ Nov. 1832 


V 1 


V 1 


V 


Donoghue, John 


- ditto 


5 - - 


ditto - 


19 Nov. 1832 . 






_ 
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NAME. 


RESIDENCE. 




Valuation. 


Dracldy, Patrick 


Wroughtmore 


£. s. d. 
4 - - 


not valued 


Duggan, Patrick 


Old Market-place 


6 - - 


ditto 


Ellard, James - 
Egan, John 


Quaker-road 


6 - - 


ditto 


Brandy-lane 


4 - - 


ditto 


Fitzgerald, Michael - 


Rarrack-street 


6 - - 


ditto 


Flyn, Edward - 
Foley, Cornelius 


Great Britain-street 


6 - - 


ditto 


Bridewell-lane 


5 - - 


ditto 


Foley, John 


North Francis-st. - 


6-- 


ditto 


Foley, Michael - 


Trimbatli-street - 


4 - - 


ditto 


Haly, Thomas - 


Phillips’s-Iane 

Bishop’s-street 


5 - - 


ditto 


Haly, Timothy - 


6 - - 


ditto 


Haly, John 


Rridewell-lane 


5 — — 


ditto 


Herlihy, Timothy 


Roman’s-walk 


20 /. free- 


ditto 


Hickson, John - 


Denroches-cross - 


hold. 

6 - - 


ditto 


Hollowood, Robert 


Maypole-road 


5 - - 


ditto 


Horgan, Daniel - 


Donovan’s-Iane 


3 - - 


ditto 


Horgan, Denis - 


Brandy-lane 

Ballard’s-lane 


6 - - 


ditto 


Howel, William 
Hurley, Denis - 


5 - - 


ditto 


Cove-street - 


6 - - 


ditto 


Johnson, Francis 


Coppinger’s-lane - 


. 


ditto 


Kelly, Cornelius 


Brandy-lane 


405. free- 


ditto 


Kenny, Michael - 


Great Britain-street 


hold. 

6 - - 


ditto 


Keyburne, Job > 


Cross Gunn-lane - 


4 - - 


ditto 


Leary, Denis 


Boyce’s-street 


5 - - 


ditto 


Leary, Humphrey ^ 


Cat-lane 


5 - - 


ditto 


Leary, John 


Eason’s-hill - 


5 - - 


ditto 


Lee, Jeremiah - 


Quarry-lane 


6 - - 


ditto 


Leland, Daniel - 


Brocklesby-street 


5 - - 


ditto 


Linehan, Patrick 


Eason’s-hill - 


6 - - 


ditto 


^Madden, John - 
Mahony, James 


Douglass-street 


6 - _ 


ditto 


Hill Grove-lane - 


6 - - 


5I. 

not valued 


Mahony, Jeremiah 


Rawbuck’s-lane - 


5 - - 


Mahony, Redmond - 


Long's-lane - 


6 - - 


ditto 


Mahony, Simon 


Evergreen - 


6 - - 


ditto 


M'Carthy, Charles 


York-street - 


6 - - 


not valued 


M'Carthy, Florence - 


Eason’s-hill - 


G - - 


bl- 

not valued 


Manley, Daniel - 


Shandon-street 


5 - - 


Marrett, George 


Evergreen-street - 


G - - 


ditto 


Miller, James - 


Black-pool - • 


l 5 - - 


ditto 


'Murphy, Jeremiah 


Blarney-lane 




ditto 


Murphy, Michael 


Narrow-lane 




ditto 


Murphy, Michael 


Gill-abbey - 


6 - - 


ditto 


Nagle, John 


Skiddy’s Castle-lane 


5 - - 


ditto 


Noonan, Cornelius 


Dublin-hiil - 




ditto 


Noonan, Edmond 


Back Watercourse 


6 - - 


ditto 


O’Connell, Cornelius • 


Bastable-square • 


5 - - 


ditto 


Okshot, Johu 


Phillips’s-lane 


2 — - 


ditto 


O’Leary, John - 


Baily's-lane 


5 - “ 


ditto 


Pickley, Michael 


Rawbuck’s-lane 


5 - - 


ditto 


Potter, Robert - 


Elughs’s-lane 


5 5 - 


ditto 


Quinnell, John - 


Morley’s-lane 


5 - - 


ditto 


Reardon, Edmond 


Bandon-road 


6 - - 


ditto 


Reardon, James 


Curry’s-rock 

Hughs’s-lane 


5 - - 


ditto 


Regan, Thomas 


6 - - 




Ryan, Edmond - 


Quarry-road- 


6 - - 


not valued 


Scanlan, Maurice 


Long’s-lane - 


6 - - 


ditto 


Sheehan, Daniel 


Pope’s-quay 

Farrel’s-square 


5 - - 


bl- 


Sheehan, John - 


6 - - 


not valued 


Shea, Michael - 


Francis-street 


6 - - 


ditto 


Sullivan, James 


York-street - 


5 5 - 


ditto 


Sweeny, Terence. 


Ailen’s-Ianc - 


5 - - 


ditto 


Toomy, James - 


Cove-street - 


6 - - 


ditto 


Turnbull, Joseph 


Cat-lane 


6 - - 


ditto 


Verschoyle, William • 


Great Britain street 


5 - - 


ditto 


Walsh, Thomas - 


Barrack-street 


5 - - 


ditto 


0.46. 




T T 3 





Date 

oC Registry. 


1 Elections 'Voted at. 


I83g 


1835 


1837. 


19 Oct. 1832 








28 Nov. 1832 


V 


V 


V 


21 Nov. 1832 


V 


V 


_ 


23 Nov. 1832 


V 


V 


V 


19 Nov. 1832 


V 


V 


V 


23 Nov. 1832 


V 


V 


V 


26 Sept. 1836 


_ 


_ 


V 


26 Nov. 1832 


V 


V 


V 


31 Oct. 1832 


V 


V 


- 


16 Nov. 1832 


V 


_ 


_ 


18 Oct. 1832 


V 


V 


_ 


15 Oct. 1832 


V 


V 


— 


17 Oct. 1832 


V 


- 


V 


24 Nov. 1832 


V 


V 


V 


20 Oct. 1832 


V 


V 


— 


20 Oct. 1832 


V 


V 


V 


23 Oct. 1832 


V 


V 


V 


20 Nov. 1832 


V 


V 


V 


25 Oct. 1832 


V 


V 


- 


1 April 1835 


- 


- 


- 


16 Oct. 1832 


V 


■V 


V 


24 Nov. 1832 


V 


_ 


V 


18 Sept.1833 


- 


- 


V 


21 Nov. 1832 


V 


V 


V 


21 Nov. 1832 


V 


V 


V 


31 Oct. J832 


V 


V 


V 


21 Nov. 1832 


V 


V 


_ 


31 Oct. 1832 


V 


V 


_ 


26 Nov. 1832 


V 


V 


- 


3 Nov. 1832 


V 


V 




5 Nov. 1832 


V 


V 


_ 


5 Nov. 1832 


V 


_ 


V 


24 Nov. 1832 


V 


V 




13N0V. 1832 


V 


V 


_ 


i7Sept.i833 


- 


V 


V 


6 Nov. 1832 


V 


V 


V 


23 Nov. 1832 


V 


V 


V 


5 Nov. 1832 


V 


V 


V 


30 Mar. 1836 


- 


_ 


V 


22 Sept. 1836 


- 




V 


13 Nov. 1832 


V 


V 


V 


19 Nov. 1832 


- 


V 


V 


11 Oct. 1S32 


V 


_ 




12 Oct. 1832 


V 


_ 




12 Oct. 1832 


- 


V 


- 


26 Nov. 1832 


V 


_ 


V 


12 Oct. 1832 


V 


V 




16 Oct. 1832 


V 


- 


- 


18 Oct. 1832 


_ 


V 




8 Nov. 1833 


V 


V 




14 Nov. 1832 


- 


- 


- 


•24 Nov. 1832 


V 


V 


V 


20 Oct. 1832 


V 


V 


V 


5 Nov. 1832 


V 


V 


V 


28 Nov. 1832 


- 


- 


V 


6 Nov. 1832 


V 


V 


V 


23 Oct. 1832 


V 




_ 


29 Nov. 1832 


_ 


_ 




20 June 1836 


_ 


_ 


V 


13 Nov. 1832 


V 


V 


V 


2q Mar. 1836 


_ 


- 


V 


29 Nov.i832 


_ 


V 


V 


22 Sept. 1836 


- 


- 


V 


12 Nov. 1832 




- 


V 


12 Nov. 1832 




'’I 


- 
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APPENDIX TO REPORT FROM THE 



Appendix, No. 9. 

Papers delivered in by Mr. Daniel Meagher. 



Appendix, No.- 9. 

Ten Pound House- 
holders. 



('l.') — A LIST of Ten Pound Householders h 
' byMr.Z 

1. .Tohn Buckley, Great Britain-street. 

2. Timothy Buckley, Dougias-street. 

3. John Buckley, Cove-street. 

4. Stephen Bremacomb, Watercourse. 

5.. William Barrett, Kift’s-lanc. 

6. Henry Brown, Sunday ’s-well. 

7. Thomas Barry, Dunbar-streei. 

8. Timothy Cunningham, Tobin-street. 

9. Patrick Connell, Hanover-street. 

10. Francis Connor, Sunday’s-weU. 

11. Humphrey Callaghan, Blarney-lane. 

12. Patrick Canty, Bandon-road. 

13. John Clifford, Sunday’s-well. 

14. John Cronin, Dougias-street. 

15. Edmond Cussen, York-street. 

16. Patrick Cantillon, Maypole-road. 

17. Thomas Cockeran, Dublin-street. 

181 Mathew Coleman, Boyce’s-street. 

19. Daniel Callaghan, Cattle-market-street. 

20. John Dooley, Dougias-street. 

21. Patrick Driscoll, Great Britain-street. 

22. James Drummy, Blarney-lane. 

23. David Duff, Dougias-street. 

24. Henry Doyle, Dougias-street. 

25. Patrick Denny, Blarney-lane. 

26. John Donovan, Barrack-street. 

27. Thomas Fane, Bishop-street. 

28. Denis Flynn, Blarney-lane. 

29. Thomas Foley, Barrack-street. 

30. John M‘Carthy, Cattle-market-street. 

31. Ambrose Moriarty, Fair-lane. 

32. Denis Murphy, Fish-street. 

33. Daniel Mahony, Spring-lane, 

34. James M‘Auliff, Blarney-lane. 

35. John Madden, James-street. 

36. John Murphy, Old Market-place. 



the City of Corh, as sustained and accounted for 
an. Meagher. 

37. Daniel Noonan, Chapel-hill. 

38. Denis Nevill, James-street. 

39. Eugene Nevill, Curtis’s-strect. 

40. Denis O’Brien, Haif-moon-street. 

41. M- O'Brien, York-street. 

42. Denis Riordan, Cove-street. 

43. John Russell, John-street. 

44. Thomas Reyan, Hughes’s-lane. 

45. Daniel Roberts, Dougias-street. 

46. Denis Riordan, Barrack-street. 

47. John Ryan, Eason’s-hill. 

48. Jerh. Sexton, Barrack-street. 

49. Denis Shea, Dougias-street. 

50. William Semester, Peter’s Church-lane. 

51. James Stuck, Curtis’s-lane. 

52. Mirty O’Sullivan, Blarney-lane. 

53. William Shine, Francis-street. 

54. Vincent Sullivan, William-street. 

55. Joseph Tobin, Dougias-street. 

- 56. Richard Tobin, Dougias-street. 

57. John Corkery, Kyrl-street, (D. M.) 

58. Daniel Costello, Leitrim- street, (D. M.) 

59. Patrick Driscoll, Great Britain-street, 
(V.-D.M.& R. G.) 

60. Patrick Haggin, Mallow-lane, (D. M.) 

6]. John Hennessy, Dominick-street, (D. M.) 

62. William Lynch, Thomas-street, (D. M.) 

63. Michael Swiney, Cove-street, (V. — R. G.& 
D. M.) 

64. James M'Namara, Kyrl-street, (D. M.) 

65. Michael Moriartj', Kyrl’s quay. 

66. Daniel Redden, Bowling-green-street,(D.M.) 

67. John Sullivan, Royal Arcade, (D. M.) 

68. Joseph Vaughan, Kyrl-street. (D. M.) 

69. Michael Walsh, Kyrl-street. 



69 on Mr. Lane's list, who voted in 1837, are sustained as of the value ofio/. per annum, by 
London, 5 March 1838. Meagher. 



On the same List the following Persons voted for the Conservatives in 1837, and were not 
visited by either Meagher or Gould, viz. : 



1. W'illiam Baldwin, Nicholas-street. 

2. Joseph N, Bernasconi, Nicholas-street. 

3 . Nathaniel Bonnor, Sunday’s-well. 

4. Jerh. Connell, Moore-street. 

5. Enoch Cunningham, Kyrl-street. 

6. Henry Carr, Blarney-lane. 

7. John Clarke, Millard-street. 

8. Robert Dixon, Kyrl street. 

9. Allen Dixon, French Church-street. 

10. Robert Dixen, Kyri-street. 



11. Richard Grainger, Fish-street. 

12. William Howard, Ballard’s-lanc. 

1 3. Aldvvell Ireland, Moore-street. 

14. Robert Kennedy, Broad-lane. 

15. *William Kennedy, Old Chapel-lane. 

16. Francis Maberry, Brickfields. 

17. William Roycroft, Grafton’s-alley. 

18. Jasper Smith, Blarney-lane. 

ly. Daniel Stotter, Cattle-market-lane. 
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Mr. James Lane’s List of Householders who voted in 1837, exempt from Rates, are accounted 



for by D. Meagher, viz. : 

Of that list sustained as of the value of 10/. by D. Meagher - - - . - 69 

Conservatives not visited by him - - - - - - . - - “ 



Appendix, No. 9. 

Ten Pound House- 
holders. 



Mr. Lane’s total is - - - - 156 

Deduct ------ 88 

68 



This number of 68 could, in D. Meagher’s opinion, be satisfactorily accounted for had he, 
when in Cork, a list of their names, value, &c., from the city books. 



London, 


5 March 1838. 




Dan. Meagher. 




(2.) — Names of Persons returned “ Poor” by Churchwardens. 




Denis Murphy, Dingle-lane. 
Arthur Ahern, Market-street. 




Thomas Sullivan, Coal-quay. 
Bartliolomew Vaughan, ditto. 


Freeman 

valuation. 


Daniel Harris, South Main-street. 

Catherine Murphy, Brunswick-st. 
Arthur O’Leary, Brunswick-st., 

■ (could not set this man for fear 
of taxes). 

Margaret Cole, Tobin-street. 
Stephen Butler and others, ditto. 
Robert Pul vertaftandothers, ditto. 
Joseph Bolster and others, ditto. 
John Swan and others, ditto. 
Joseph Lewis and others, ditto. 
Samuel Swan and others, Christ 




John Buckley and others, ditto. 

O’Neill and others, Paul-st. 
Sarah Payne, ditto. 

Barry, ditto. 

John Nealon and others, Half- 
moon-street. 

Pat. Barritt and others, ditto. 
Michael Foley, ditto. 

Catherine Hurley, Drawbridge-st. 
John Morgan, ditto. 

Denis Cahill, ditto. 

Daniel Crawley, ditto. 

Bridget Quin, ditto. 




Church-lane. 

Ellen Landon and others, ditto. 
Maria Baldwin, Queen-street. 
John Brown, North-street. 
Mary Ann Shea, Fish-sireet. 
Sarah Butler and others, ditto. 


' 404. 1 0 1. 


Jervis Pye (set out), ditto. 

Galway, William-street. 
Pat. Brenan, ditto. 

Allen Dixon, ditto. 

J. Fitzgerald and others, Carey 's- 
lane. 




Mary Tracy and others, ditto. 


520. \2l. 


David Harrington, ditto. 


1,051. ]81. 


Mary Malony, Maylor-street. 
Rebecca Howard, Caroline-street. 
Eliza Purcell, ditto. 

' Ann Mullins, ditto. 

! Susan Wallis, Marlborough-street. 




Joseph Welply and others, Bi- 
shop-street. 

Mary Cantillon, ditto. 

Corn® Hegarty, ditto. 

W. Daly (set out), Dean-st. 




Ellen Sheehan, George’s-street. 
Jane Doherty, ditto. 

Rachel O’Brien, ditto. 

Maurice Nagle and others, ditto. 


So. 9/. 


William Dawson, Bandon-road. 
Mathew Walsh, ditto. 

Daniel Searles, ditto. 

Edward Burke, ditto. 


1,432. 15^. 


Ellen Conroy, ditto. 

Honora Fitzgerald, ditto. 
Mary Delany, Lavitt’s-quay. 




Patrick Ryan, ditto. 
Timothy Harris, ditta. 




Allowed by Grand Jury. 


102. 8/. 


Timothy Ryan, Fish-street. 
Patrick Looney, George’s-street. 




Catherine Fitzgerald, Pump-lane. 
Daniel Buckley, Grafton ’s-alley. 




Cornelius Horgan, ditto. 


529- 45^- 


Stock, Grand Parade. 


1,325- 30/- 


Catherine Craig, ditto. 


532. 32^- 


Ann Lewis, South Mall. 


845. 111. 


John Callnan, Merchant’s-quay. 
John Hogan, Cockpit-lane. 


1,290. 1 


• Ellen M'Auliffe, Princes-st. 


98. Tt. 


Quere,35/.J 



The above list of persons was given back to me by the collector, Mr. Williams, as those 
allowed by the city grand jury, in addition to the printed list herewith. See Mr. Dunbar’s list 
for the names similarly situate in his walk, being also an addition to the printed list. 

Nov. 1837. Dan. Meagher. 

T T 4 
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appendix to report from the 



Appendix, No. 10. 



Appendix, No. lo. 

Poor Places 
exempted from 
City Rate. 



A LIST of Poor Places in the City of Cork exempted from City Rate by the Grand Jury, at July 
Assizes 1837, 



No. in Kate Book. 


NAMES. 


STREET'S. 


■Valuation. 




Returned by tiie Churchwardens : 






St. Anne’s - 181 


Widow Pine - 


King-street 




187 


Leahy - 


Strand-road 


10 




Riordan - - - 


Leitrim-street 


10 


689 


Griflin - 


Watercourse 




724 


Bastable - 


York-st., poor & waste - 


7 


725 


Sullivan - 


- ditto - ditto 


7 


i »273 


Mahony - 


Hillgrove-lane, ditto - 


8 




Crowe - 


Clarence-street 




679 


Callaghan - 


Watercourse - 


10 


1,327 


John Vanstan . - - - 


Great Britain-street 


6 


1,091 


Hornibrook - 


Old Chapel-lane 


6 


479 


Flanigan - 


Leitrim-street 


15 




Allowed on application to Grand Jury : 






1,258 


Michael Sullivan ... 


Clarence-street - 


7 


729 


James Cambridge - - - 


York-street 


8 


728 


James Cambridge - 


- ditto ... 


5 




T. Pulvertaft - - - - 


Great Britain-street 


8 


300 


Mrs. M'Carthy ... 


Strand-road 


16 


1. 313 


J. Lee ..... 


Clarence-street - 


7 


436 


Mrs. Oliffe ... - 


Middle Glaumire-road - 


10 


1,373 


James M’Carthy - - - 


Great Britain-street 




244 


Mrs. Lynch .... 


Strand-road 


6 


1,167 


Mrs. Hurley .... 


Clarence-street - 


6 


1 ,0 1 2. 


Mrs. Murphy ... 


Mailow-lane 


6 


993 


Mrs. Murray ... - 


- ditto - 


5 


654 


D. CahiU .... 


Watercourse 


7 




Churchwardens’ Return : 






St. Mary’s - 53 


Widow Crowley ... 


Kyrl’s Quay 


12 


54 


Cornelius Ready - - - 


- ditto - 


12 


55 


Michael Riordan ... 


- ditto - 




65 


Sullivan .... 


Bachelor’s Quay - 




240 


Nicholas Kearns ... 


Sunday’s Well - 


6 


389 


O'Leary ... - 


Blarney-lane 


7 


393 


Widow Collins - - - 


- ditto ... 


5 


432 


Wullane .... 


- ditto - 


6 


568. 569 


White .... 


Old Market-place 


7 


664 


Kelcher .... 


Market-lane 


7 


689 


Cronin .... 


Church-street 


6 


800 


Hennessy - 


Widderall’s-lane - 


G 


800 


Wilson .... 


- ditto - 


6 


778 


Kearney .... 


Knapp’s-square - 


12 


46 


Mrs. Alexander ... 


Kyrl’s Quay 




245. 246 


Charles Bass - 


Back Abbey 


10 


492 


Widow Sugnie * 


Blarney-lane 






Allowed on application to Grand Jury : 






489 


Mrs. Sugrue .... 


- ditto ... 


7 


460 


B. Murphy .... 


- ditto ... 


5 


458 


A. Egan ... - 


- ditto ... 


5 


412 


E. Herlehy .... 


- ditto ... 


12 


439 


C. Long .... - 


- 'ditto ... 


10 


430 


James Drummy ... 


- ditto, i allowed 


6 


64 


A. Norwood .... 


Bachelor’s Quay - 


12 


77 


Jenkins .... 


North Abbey 


12 


592 


N. Lacey .... 


Old Market-place 


G 


849 


James Johnson ... 


Pope’s Quay 


10 


409 


Honora Corkeran ... 


Blarney-lane 


5 


264 


Dan. Crone - - - - 


Shandon-street - 


32 


499 


Crispin .... 


Blarney-lane 


6 


830 


Johnson .... 


Sand Quay. 


14 


826- 


small house belonging to Mr. John 


Pope’s Quay . 




461 


D. Murphy . _ . - 


Blarney-lane 


5 


473 


D. Connell ... - 


- ditto - - - 


10 
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No. in Rate Book. 



St. Mary’s 



466 
411 
449 
481 

729 

553 
449 
449 
701 
764 
784 

847 

554 
139 

403. 404 
72 
816 
459 
449 
825 

782 

55 

265 

295 

451 

474 

483 

559 

636 

652 

654 

656 

822 

831 

694 

607 



St. Peter’s, 103. 104I 
110 
180 
209 



247 
262 
691 
78 2 
581 



316 

842 

131 

747 

268 

745 

753 

472 



739 

164 



317 

399 

715 

720 

721 
723 



Alloived on Application to Grand Jury — (continued.) 



J. Craig - 
M. Kennedy - 
J. Gumming • 

J. Nagle 
C. M‘Carthy - 
R. Clarke 
H. M'Carthy - 
M'Dermot - 
C. Sullivan 
Twohy 
Sullivan 
T. Fitzpatrick 
A. Field - 
J. Coakley 
James Smith . 

C. Drinan 
M. Jamieson - 
Mullins 
J. Meara 
Mrs. West 
Fitzgerald - 
M. J. Riordan 
Herlehy 
Miss Crone 
Riordan 
Allen - 

Denis Flynn - 
Sullivan 
England’s house 
Downing 
Daly - 
Haly - 
Callaghan - 
Geary - 

Widow Murphy 
Broderick - 

Churchwarden’s Return : 
Widow Driscoll 
E. Magrath 
Miss Paddington 
John Stanton - 
Mrs. Haines - 
Widow Connell 
Noble - 
Mrs. Conway - 

James Parker’s house 



Blarney.lane 

- ditto 

- ditto 
• ditto 

Dominick-street - 
Sunday's Well 
Blarney-lane 

- ' ditto 
Church-lane 
Dominick-street - 
Knapp’s-sqiiare - 
Pope’s Quay 
Winter’s-Iane 
Wise’s-hill . 
Blarney-lane 
Newsom’s Quay - 
Hiil-Iane - 
Blarney-lane 

- ditto 
Pope’s Quay 
Knapp’s-square - 
Kyrl’s Quay 
Shandon-street - 
Blarney-lane 

- ditto 

- ditto 

- ditto 

Old Market-place 

Wise’s-lane 

Thomastown 

Harding’s-lane 

Fair-lane 

Pope’s Quay 

- ditto 
Church-lane 
New-lane - 



Racket-cl. Duncan-str. 
ditto - 
Millerd-street 
Henry-street 
Henry-street, | - 
Moore-street 
Coach-street 
Fishamble-latie 
Cross-street 



X » uyuse - -| <.^ross-sireet 

N. or W. Kearns, J poor, J waste, North Main-street 



Allowed by Grand Jury : 

George Dudley 
• John Davies - 
J. Keating - 

D. Donovan’s house 

J. Sullivan - 

Slattery - 

Steele - 

Mrs. Sullivan ... 

C. Otley 

T. Joyce - 

George Connell 

D. O’Donoghue 

J. Palmer - . . 

James Barry - 
P. Foley, J. Young’s 

Roche rjohnYoung'shouses,1 j 
Green < where Bundlecloth-ll 
Corkcry [market stood. j] 



0.46. 



Peter-street 
Adelaide-street - 
Duncan-street 
Broad-lane - 
Coach-street 
Broad-lane - 
ditto - 
Anne-street 
Duncan-street 
Broad-lane - 
Devonshire-street 
Wandesford-bridge 
Peter-street 
Hanover-street - 
Fishamble-lane - 

ditto 

ditto ■ . 

ditto 



>5 

6 

30 



14 

7 



(continued) 



Appendix, No. 10. 

Poor Places 
exempted from 
City Rate. 
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Appendix, No. 10. 

Poor Places 
exempted from 
City Rate. 



APPENDIX TO REPORT FROM THE 



No. In Rate Book. 


NAMES. 


STREETS. 


Valuation. 




Allowed by Grand Jury— continued. 


Duncan-street • 


£. 




Mrs. Young ... - 


i6 




Lacey ----- 


Peter-street 






George Young - 


Hanover-street • - 


20 




D. Leonard - 


Bachelor’ Quay • 


10 


788 


Miss Williams , - - - 


Cross-street 


10 




tliss Williams - 


- ditto - 


10 


790 


Miss Williams - - - - 


- ditto ... 


10 




Churchwarden’s Return : 


Margaret-street • 






Southwell - 


14 


725 


Mr. Coles - 


Terrace-Walk 


46 




Allowed on application to Grand Jury; 


Barrack-street 




103 


J. Barry - • - - - 


7 






Douglas-street 


7 






Cuinberland-street 


7 




Daniel Sullivan . - - 


Douglas-street 


12 




William Meara ... 


Dunbar-street 




386. 387 


Lyons ----- 


Abbey-street 


12 


586 


J. Sheeby - . - . 


Donovan-street - 


5 






Douglas-street 


5 


S33 


Justin Id'Swiney’s slaughter-house, now poorhouse, Gal-1 


, 




lows-green-Ianej 




381 


M. Chambre - - 


Willow-hill - 


9 






- ditto - 


5 


73 


C. Regan . . . - 

1 


Barrack-street 




550 


|-Margaret-street - 








J - ditto - 






J 


i- ditto - 






Mrs. Buckley - 


Sullivan’s Quay - 


20 


4»243 


Widow Sullivan . - - 


Barrack-street 


12 




John Daly - 


- ditto - 




68 


Widow Sheehan 


- ditto - 




70 


Miss Daly ... - 


- ditto - 


12 


134 


James Leighton 


Globe-lane - - - 




245 


Mrs. M'Carthy - - • - 


Cat-lane ... 








- ditto - 




247. 249 


Daly ----- 


Friar’s-waik 


13 




T. House - 


ditto - - - - 






John Wilson’s . . - 


Stephen s-street - 






Coffee - 


- ditto - 




270 


D. Connor - 


Quaker-road 







Lynch - 


- ditto ... 




— 


Clarke . - - . 


• ditto . . - 




— 




- ditto - 


6 




D. Cronin - - . . 


Douglas-street 


5 


341 


Mrs. Spillane . - - - 


Lan^ord-row 




387 


William Murphy - 

Mrs. M'AuIiffe _ - . 


Abbey-street 
Cove-street - 


8 




Mary Lucas - 


- ditto - 







J. Buckley - - - . 


- ditto ... 




439 


Widow Collins - 


Blackmoor-lane - 




f refused, but by mistake 


1- ditto - 




438 


Cavanagh.^ was allowed by Grand 








J 

Sullivan s Quay - 




455 


Mrs. Sheeny, shop - . . 


9 





Miss O’Leary, shop - - - 


- ditto . - - 


9 


548 


Eugene O’Callaghan, since dead 


Margaret-street - 






Mrs. Kelcher - 


- ditto ... 


10 


604 


Ann Guernsey - - -1 - 


Donovan-street - 


5 




J. Noonan - 


Rutland-street 


7 


433 


A. Bailey - 


Travers-street 









- ditto - 







Leary ----- 


- ditto - 


6 


309 


Margaret Keane - - - 


Douglas-street - 


5 


325 


Denis Murphy - 


- ditto - - - 




812 


J. Fendle - - , - 


Kemp-street 


6 



List in Mr. Dunbar’s Collection - - . - - 183 

(See List in Mr. William’s Collection - • - ■ 7^ 

Total - - - 254 
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Appendix, No. li. 



CITY OF CORK. 

(l.)— A IIST of Waste and Poor in the ParisJi of St. Anne. 
Joseph Dunbar, Collector. 



132 

134 

135 

136 

137 
187 

187 

195 

239 

259 

3-13 

846 

363 

406 

456 

486 

503 

535 

621 

678 

689 

724 



A. & J. Deane 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Lane 

Hickey - 
Miss Foott 
M‘Carthy 
Rowlinson 
Ditto 

Restrick - 
Ditto 

Widow Pine - 



768 

768 

779 

782 

788 

803 

850 

905 

913 

047 

968 

1015 

1064 

1083 

1096 

1102 

1184 

1140 

1189 

1219 

1261 

1264 

1271 

1273 



Lealiy 
Carroll 
Lyons 
Brady 
Johnson - 
Popham - 
Miss Cole 
Robert Carr 
Miss White 
James Walsh 
CaiT 

Reardan - 
Howard - 
Callaghan 
Griffin Daly 
Bastable 

Sullivan - 

Cashman 

Jones 

Moore 

Ditto 

BaiTett 

Murphy - 

Curtin 
Blaekall - 
Flaliavan 
Bell 

M‘Cartliy 
Denisson - 
Slattery . 
Reardan - 
Fitzgibbon 
Browne - 
Stanton - 
H. Kelelier 
Donovan - 
John Lane 
Mahony - 
Shelly 
Ben. Bath 
Hanlon - 
Murphy - 
Mahony - 



1375 I Maliony 



linney 

yard 

office and yard 

house 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

stable 

linney 

house 

linney 

house 

store 

yard 

garden 

house 

stable 

house 

stable 

building-ground 

house 

ditto 

sawing-mill 
house 
outhouse - 
hay-yard - 
house 
ditto 

ditto 

store 

house 

ditto 

stable and yard 
house 

not tenanted 

coach-housc 

factory 

house 

ditto 

forge 

house (down) - 

house 

store 

cooperage 

house 

ditto 

stable 

cooperage 

house 

ditto 

ditto 

house and linney 

house 

ditto 

yard 

cooperage 

store 



Patrick’s 



•quay 



ditto 

ditto 

Bridge-street 

ditto 

Windmill-hill 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

- ditto 

- ditto 

King-street - 

Strand-road, 

- ditto 
ditto 
ditto 

Summer-hill 

ditto 

Mary’s-lane 

Sydney-place 

Hardwick-street 

Leitrim-street 

- ditto 
ditto 

Watercourse 

ditto 

ditto 

York-street - 



- ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

- ditto 
outside the line 
Whirland-lane 
John-street - 
Dominick-street 

- ditto 
Prancis-street 
Mallow-lane 
not to be found 
Mallow-lane 
Rawbuck’s-lane 
Old ChapeMane 
Rogerson’s-lane 
Eason’s-lane 
Chapel-liill - 
Eason’s-hill 
Clarence-street - 

- ditto 

- ditto 
ditto 

Cqaclunaker’s-alley 

Hillgrove-lane 

Johnson’s-hill 



ditto - 
ditto - 
haif-waste 
ditto - 
waste - 
ditto - 
ditto - 
ditto - 
ditto - 
ditto - 
waste & 
Ivery poorl 
poor • 
waste 
ditto - 
ditto - 
ditto - 
ditto - 
ditto - 
ditto - 
ditto - 
ditto - 
ditto - 
poor - 
waste 
ditto - 
poor - 
poor & 
waste, 
poor & 
waste, 
waste 
ditto - 
ditto - 
ditto - 
ditto - 
ditto - 
ditto - j 
ditto - 
ditto - 
ditto - 
ditto - 
ditto - 
ditto - 
ditto - 
ditto - 
ditto - 
ditto - 
ditto - 
ditto - 
ditto - 
ditto - 
ditto - ; 
ditto - j 

ditto - I 

ditto - 
ditto - 
poor & 
waste, 
ditto - 



- 10 
- 4 
I 16 



- 10 
1 6 
- 10 
I - 
1 16 
I 10 
8 - 
1 - 



- 12 
- 12 



- 16 

( continued ) 



Appendix, No. 1 1 . 
Waste ami Poor. 
St. Anne. 
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appendix to report from the 



Appendix, No. ii. 
Waste and Poor. 



CONCEtlNS. 


STREETS. 


Remarks. 




RATES. 




Hatton’s-alley 
St. Anne’s Change- 


waste 


£. 

20 


£. S . 
2 - 


cooperage 


ditto - 




- 4 




yard. 

Clarence-street, 


poor - 


5 


- 10 




ditto 


waste 








Watercoume 


poor - 








ditto 


waste 








Grattan’s-hill 


ditto - 


8 






Great Britain’s-st. 


poor - 


6 






Old Chapel-laiie 


clitto - 


6 ■ 






Leitrim-street 


ditto • 








Mary-street 


waste 


6 




house 


Wellington-terrace 


ditto - 








Summer-hill 


£. 

nowwasle 


733 

12 


73 6 
1 4 




- ditto 


ditto - 


4 


- 8 


dwellinghouse - 


Church-lane 


ditto - 


6 






Total 


- - £. 


756 


75 10 



Crowe 
Reardan - 
Callaghan 
Ditto 

Mi-s. Seanlan - 
John Vanstan - 
Hornibrook 
Flanigan - 
John Cave 
Thomas Farren 



T RoT.land Lon"-, one of the chmolnvardens of tile parish of St Anne Shandon, do solenmly 
dcciare that the foi°egoing return is fair and correct, to the best of my 

Declared before me this 22d day of July 1837, Jams Lane, Treasiuer. 



Mar, Shandon. P-)-A HST of Wasrn 



53 Widow Crowley 

64 Cornelius Ready 
55 Michael Reardan 

65 Sullivan 

1 56 Miss Allen 
183 Doctor Wedden 
232 John Walsh 
240 Nicholas Kearns 
264 Daniel Crone 

&S“o] Hennessy- - 
349 Nicholas Cooke 



389 O’Leary - _ 
393 Widow Collins 



448 Jonas Toole 
523 Brophy - 



CONCERNS, 


STREETS. 


house 


Kyrl’s-quay 


ditto 


- ditto 


[ditto 


ditto 


ditto 


Bachelor’s-quay'^ 


ditto 


Sunday’s-well 


ditto 


- ditto 


ditto 


ditto 


ditto 


- ditto 


- - half of a house, 
value 82 1. 


Shandon-street 


house 


Mallow-lane 


ditto 


ditto 


■ store 


Minchan’s-lane 


1 house 


Blarney-lane 


ditto 


ditto 


ditto 


• ditto 


ditto 


ditto 



Murphy - 
M‘Aulilfe 
Casey 

Widow Sheehan 
Fleming - 
White 
Kelelier - 
Cronin 
Thompson 
B. Shea - 
Kelehcr • 

• Hennessy 
Henry Casey - 
Wilson - 
Holland - 
Prendergast 
Cummins 



piggery 

coach-house 

house 

slaughter-house 

yard 

slaughter-house 

house 

ditto 

j-ard 

stable and yard 

store 

house 

store and yard 

i house 
stable 
garden 

building-ground 



Old Market-place 
- ditto 
Cattle-market 
Royce’s-street 
Farrell’s-square - 
Cattle-marlcet 
Tliomastown 
Market-lane 
Church-street 
Dominick-street 
Knapp’s-square - 
Widerall-lane 
Widerling’s-lanc - 
ditto 
- ditto 
ditto 

Pope’s-quay 

ditto 
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No. 


NAMES. 


CONCERNS. 


STREETS. 


Remarks. 




RATES. 


778 


Kearney - 


house 


Knapp’s-square - 


poor - 


£. 

12 


£. 5. 

1 4 


62 


Burke - - : 


ditto 


KyrTs-quav - 


waste 


82 




178 


Mrs. Seek 


ditto 


ttundars well 




8 




368 


Dan. Sullivan 


stable 


Cleary’s-lane 


ditto - 


2 


1 - 4 




Robert Howard 


store and yard - 


Dominiek-street 


ditto - 


^ 12 


1 4 


757 


Mrs. Deeble - 


house 


- ditto 








345 


Miss Douthat - 


stable 


Sunday’s-well 




3 




661 ' 


Patrick Hagin 


chandlery 


Fair-lane 




4 




46 


Mrs. Alexander 


house 


Kyrl’s-quay 


poor - 


15 


1 10 




Charles Bass 


ditto 


Back Abbey 


ditto - 


10 


1 - 


402 j 


Widow Sugrue 


ditto 


Blarney-lane 


ditto • 


7 


- 14 








Total 


- . i. 


420 


42 - 



I, Henry George Wise, one of the churchwardens of the Parish of St. Mary Shandon, do 
solemnly declare that the foregoing return is fair and correct, to the best of my knowledge and 
belief. 

George H. Wise. 

Declai-cd before me this 22d day of July 1837, James Lane, Treasurer. 



Appendix, No. ii. 
Waste and Poor. 
St. Mary Shandon. 



(3-) — RETURNS of Waste and Poor for St. Anne’s, St. Mary’s, St. Peter’s, and St. Nicholas. 
Joseph Dunbar, Collector. 



No. 


NAMES. 


CONCERNS. 


STREETS. 


Remarks. 


Valua. 


RATES. 


P. 778 


Miss Williams - 


house - 


Cross-street - 


poor 


lOa’2 


£. S. 


789 . 


- Ditto - 


ditto 


- ditto 








790 


- Ditto - 


ditto 


- ditto 








N. 309 


Margaret Cave - 


ditto 


Douglas-street 


ditto 






325 


Denis Murphy - 


ditto - - 1 


- ditto 








A. 654 


David Caliill - 


ditto 


Watercourse 


ditto 


7 




P. 514 


D. Neville 


ditto 


James-street 








N. 812 


John Fendle 


ditto 


Kemp-street 


ditto 


6 




P. 605 


Newsom - - ; 


ditto 


J ames-street 




12 




M. 607 


Broderick - j 


ditto 


New-lane 


ditto 


5 


- 10 










Total - 


- £. 


7 18 



St. Anne’s, 

St. Mary’s, 

Sc. Peter’s and 
St. Nicholas. 



(4.) — A LIST ofWASTE and Poor in the Parish of St. Petei^s, July 1837. — Joseph Dunbar, Collector- St. Peter’s. 



No. 


NAMES. 


CONCERNS. 


STREETS. 


Remarks, 


Valuation. 


RATES. 


105 


Mrs. Martin - ' 


house 


Duncan-strcet 


waste 


£. s. 

10 - 


£. s. 
1 - 


156 


T. Saunders - \ 


- - coachhouse & 


Devonshire-street 


ditto 


8 - 


- 16 


171 


M. Mahony 


stable. 

stable 


Miller-street 


ditto 


3 - 


- 6 


205 


Sullivan - 


house 


Henry-sti-eet 


ditto 


27 - 


2 14 


207 


Ditto 


store 


- ditto 


ditto 


10 - 


1 - 


228 


Alcock 


ditto, ruins 


ditto 


ditto 


8 - 


- 16 


240 


Stcvelly - 


stable 


Mansion-st.-lane - 


ditto 


4 


- 8 


282 


Martin 


coachhouse 


Peter-strcet - 


ditto 


2 - 


- 4 


287 


T. Callaghan • : 


liouse 


- ditto 


ditto 


10 - 


1 12 


305 


C. Flanigan 


ditto 


ditto 


1 ditto 


18 - 


1 16 


807 ' 


Daly 


store 


ditto 


' ditto 


3 - 


- 6 


346 


Murphy - 


house 


Nile-street - 


ditto 


24 - 


2 8 


427 


T. Murphy 


yard 


' Hanover-strcet 


ditto 


2 - 


- 4 


428 


- Ditto - 


house 


- ditto 


ditto 


6 - 


- 12 


432 


J. Connell 


outhouse, ruins - 


ditto 


ditto 




- 4 


499 


Upton 


lionse 


Qucen’s-place 


ditto 


19 - 


1 18 


600 


Ditto 


stable 


ditto 


ditto 


2 - 


- 4 


501 


Hackett - 


house 


- ditto 


ditto 


19 - 


1 18 


502 


- Ditto - 


stable 


ditto 


ditto 


2 - 


- 4 


241 


Hawkesworth - 


ditto 


Mansionliouse-lane 


ditto 


4 - 


_ 8 


538 


Thomas Martin 


store 


now Adclaide-street 


down 


10 - 


1 - 


0.4G. 






X X 2 






{continued') 
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No. 


NAMES. 


CONCEKNS. 


STREETS. 


Remarlcs. 


Valuation. 


RATES. 












£. s. 1 


£. s. 


St. Peters. 539 


Welstead - 


house 


North Main-street 


waste 


50 - ' 


5 - 


692 


Hutchins - 


ditto 


Fishamble-lane 


ditto 


21 - 


2 2 


695 


Beamish - 


ditto 


- ditto 


ditto 


21 - 


2 2 


843 


E. Pike - - 1 


- - throe lots of 


Adelaide-street - ! 


ditto 


30 - 


3 - 


1031 




building ground. 












Widow Driscoll 


house & coucem 


Duncan-strect 


half poor 


12 10 


1 5 


no' 


E. Magrath 


house 


ditto 


poor lodgers 


15 - 


1 10 


180 


Paddington 


ditto 


Miller-street 


poor lodgers 


10 - 


1 - 


209 


John Stanton - 


ditto 


Henry-street 


poor lodgers 


16 - 


1 12 


212 


Mrs. Hains 


ditto 


ditto 


half poor 


6 - 


- 12 


247 


Widow Connell 


ditto 


Moore-street 


poor lodgers 


10 - 


1 - 


251 


F. B. Beamish - 


stable 


- ditto, in lane - 


waste 


3 - 


- 6 


262 


Noble - 


house 


Coach-street 


poor lodgers 


c - 


- 12 


691 


Manning - 


ditto 


Fishamble-lane 


half poor 


15 - 


1 10 


782 


J ames Parker - 


ditto 


Cross-street 


poor lodgers 


6 - 


- 12 












420 10 


42 1 


449 


dames Finn 


ware-rooms 


Hanover-strcet 


half waste 


20 - 


2 - 


581 j 


W. Kerns - I 


house 


North Main-street j 


- partwaste 
^paitpoor. 


30 - 


3 - 



I, Rowland Davies, one of tlie churchwardens of the parish of St. Peter, do solemnly declare, 
that tlie foregoing return is true and correct, in every particular, to the best of my knowledge 
and belief. 

Rowland Davies. 

Declared before me this day of July 1837, James Lane, Treasurer. 



St. Nicholas. (5.) — A LIST of Pooh and Waste Concerns in the Parish of St. Nicholas. 

Joseph Dunbar, Collector. 



.J 


NAMES.- 


CONCERNS. 


STREETS. 


Reiunrks. 


Valua- 


RATES. 


8 


Mary Caghlan - 


house 


Barrack-Street 


waste 


£. 

18 


£. S. 
1 16 






ditto 


ditto 


ditto 


0 


- 10 


67 


D. Hogan 


outhouse - 


ditto 


ditto 


4 


- 8 


101 


Ellen Walsh ■ 


house 


ditto 


ditto 


12 


1 4 


77 


John Toomy - 


ditto 


ditto 


ditto 


1 


- 2 


98 


Murphy - 


ditto 


ditto 


ditto 


10 


1 ~ 


108 


W. Callaghan - 


ditto 


Fort-street - 


ditto 


6 


- 12 


178 


T. M‘Namara - 


yard 


Drudges-hill 


ditto 


4 


- 8 


127 




Iiouse 


Barrack-street 


ditto 


35 


3 10 


128 


F. Connolly 


ditto 


1 - ditto 


ditto 


15 


1 10 


206 


H. K. Teath - 


office 


Clarke’s-quay 


ditto 


10 


1 - 


207 




- - stable & coach- 


• ditto 


ditto 


1 10 


1 - 


208 


- Ditto - 


house. 

store and piggery 


- ditto 


ditto 


10 


1 - 


272 


1 W. Ryan - . 


house 


Quakei-’s-liill 


ditto 


6 


- 12 


297 




ditto 


Douglas-street 


ditto 


6 


- 12 


800 


J ones 


ditto 


ditto 


ditto 


6 


- 12 


301 


Ellis - . ■ 


ditto . 


- ditto - - ' 


ditto 


6 


- 12 


323 


Nicolson - 


ditto 


ditto 


half ditto 


3 


- 6 


828 


E.Kiely - 


outhouse - 


- ditto 


ditto 


3 


- 0 


324 


Mrs. Cogan 


house 


ditto 


ditto 


8 


- 16 


346 


Mr. Ratcliffe - 


ditto 


Langford-row 


ditto 


18 


1 16 


347 


Mrs. Ratcliffe - 


ditto 


ditto 


ditto 


20 


2 - 


837 


P. Downey 


store .and kiln - 


Douglas-street 


ditto 


35 


3 10 


375 


Mrs. Ruby . 


house 


Willow-hill - 


ditto 


10 


1 - 


382 


John Connor - 


ditto . 


ditto 


ditto 


9 


- 18 


401 


Sir A. Warren - 


ditto . 


Cone-street - 


ditto 


18 


1 16 


608 


R. Hewson . 


stable 


Mary-street - 


ditto 


0 


- 10 


510 


R. Hardy 


ditto 


- ditto 


ditto 


5 


- 10 


522 


J. Dixon - 


linney and yard 


ditto 


ditto 


14 


1 8 


636 


J. Haynes . 


coachhouse 


ditto 


ditto 


6 


- 12 


668 


Southwell 


house 


Margaret-street - 
Stable-lane - 


poor 


14 


1 8 


573 


Dr. O’Brien 


stable 


waste 


4 


- 8 


674 


M. R. Westropp 


ditto 


ditto 


ditto 


4 


- 8 


575 


- Ditto - . 


ditto 


ditto 


ditto 


3 


- 6 


589 


P. Donovan. 


house 


Donovan-street - 


ditto 


0 


^ 10 
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No. 


NAMES. 


CONCERNS. 


STREETS. 


Remarks. 


Valua- 


RATES. 


C05 


P. Donovan 


house 


Donovan-street - 




£. 


£. s. 




i-’. J. U'Jdrien - 


bakehouse 










631 


Edmund Goold 


yard 


ditto 










' .Ditto - 


spirit.store 


ditto 










T. Haynes 


house: 


Dunbar-street 








692 


J. Sullivan 


ditto 


White-street 








693 


- Ditto - 


: liimey 


ditto 








795 


Mrs. Merrick - 


house 










840 


John Forde 


ditto 


Cotter’srquay 








841 


- Ditto - 


yard 


ditto 










Sir T. Deane - 


yard and linney 


- ditto 










i T. J. .Fitzgerald 


yard ruins 


now a road - 


. 






847 


Sir T. Deane - 


stable 










849 


Tliomas Hewitt 


ditto 










859 


M. Roberts 


No. 2 store 


Union Island 








860 


- Ditto - 


bakeliouse 










803 


J. Nowlan 


back yard 


- ditto 








725 


Mrs. Cole 


house 


Terrace 


- - by order 


46 


4 12 










ofgrandiurv. 


















66 18 














- 8 










Total - 


- £. 


50 10 



Appendix, No. ii 
Waste and Poor. 
St. Niclioias. 



I, Richard Chillingworth, one of the churchwardens of the parish of St. Nicholas, do solemnly 
declare, tliat the foregoing is a fair and correct return, to the best of my knowledge and belief. 

Richard D. ChillingKorth. 

Declared before me this 22d July 1837, James Lane, Treasurer. 



(6.) — LIST of PooK allowed by the Grand Jury, July 1837. 



No. 


NAMES. 


CONCERNS. 


STREETS. 


Remarks. 


Valua. 


RATES. 


P. 730 


Susan Callaghan 


house - 


Fishamble-Iane 


poor 


£. 


£. s. 


M. 489 


Mrs. Sugruc 


ditto - 


Blarney-lane 


ditto 






460 


Bat. Murphy - 


ditto - 


ditto 


ditto 






468 


Andrew Egan - 


ditto - 


- ditto 


ditto 






412 


Eliza Heriihy - 


ditto - 


ditto 


ditto 






439 


Cath. Long 


ditto - 


- ditto 


ditto 






430 


James Drummy 


ditto - 


• ditto 


half allowed 


6 


- 13 


N. 103 


John Barry 


ditto - 


Barrack-street 


poor 


7 




329 


C. Gamble 


ditto - 


Douglas-strect 


ditto 






P. 316 


George Dudley 


ditto - 


Peter-street - 


ditto 






M. 64 


A. N orwood 


ditto - 


Bachelor's-quay - 


ditto 


12 




M. 65 


E. M‘Carthy - 


ditto - 


ditto 


ditto 






M. 77 


J. Jenkins 


ditto - 


North Abbey 


ditto 






M.593 


Pat Lucey 


ditto - 


Uid Market-place 


ditto 






A. 1258 


M. Sullivan 


ditto - 


Clarence-street 


ditto 






A. 729 


Jas. Cambridge 


ditto - 


York-street - 


ditto 






M.849 


James Johnson 


ditto - 


Pope’s-quay 


ditto 






409 


HonoraCorkoran 


ditto - 


Blarney-lane 


ditto 


6 




842 


John Davies 


ditto ' 


Adelaide-street 


ditto 






N. 699 


John Shaw 


, ditto - 


Cumberlaiid-street 


ditto 






M. 264 


Dan. Crone 


ditto - 


Shandon-street 


ditto 






131 


J. Keating 


ditto - 


Duncan-street 


ditto 


12 


1 4 


499 


R. Crispin 


ditto - 


Blarney-lane 


ditto 




- 12 


830 


H. Johnson 


ditto - 


Sand-quay - 


ditto 






M. 826 


John House 


ditto - 


Pope’s-quay 


ditto 


12 


1 4 


291 


Dan. Sullivan • 


ditto - 


Douglas-street 


ditto 


12 


1 4 


461 


D; Murphy 


ditto - 


iilarney-lane 


ditto 


6 


- 10 


747 


D. Donovan 


ditto - 


Broad-lane - 


ditto 






268 


J. Sullivan 


ditto - 


Coach-street 








473 


Denis Connell - 


ditto - 


Blarney-lane 


ditto 


10 




466 


John Craig 


ditto - 


- ditto 


ditto 


8 


- 16 


411 


Mary Kennedy 


ditto - 


- ditto 


ditto - 


8 


- 16 


440 


John Cummins 


ditto - 


ditto 






- 12 


481 


John Nagle 


ditto - 


- ditto 


ditto 


7 


- 14 


N. 641 


William Meara 


ditto - 


Dunbar-street 




6 


- 12 


M. 729 


C. M'Carthy - 


ditto - 


Dominick-street - 


ditto 


8 


- 16 


553 


Robert Clarke - 


ditto - 


Sniiday's-well 


ditto 


5 


- 10 


449 


Harris M'Carthy 


ditto - 


Blarney-lane 


ditto 


6 


- 12 


0.46. 






X X 3 






{contimied') 



Poor allowed by 
Grand Jury. 
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Poor allowed by 
Grand Jury. 



No. 


NAMES. 


j CONCEENS. 


STREETS. 


Remarks. 


Sr 


‘ HATES. 












&. 


S. 


449 


M‘Dermot 


i house - 


Blarney-lone 


poor 


6 


- 12 


M. 701 


Catb. Sullivan - 


ditto 


Church-lane 


ditto - 


16 


1 12 


764 


T. Tuohy - 


ditto 


Dominick-street - 


ditto 


12 


1 4 


784 


J. Sullivan 


ditto 


Knapp’s-square - 
' Pope’s-quay 


ditto 


10 


1 - 


847 


Tim. Fitzpatrick 


ditto - . 


ditto - 


6 


- 10 


1317 


J. Pulvertaft * 


ditto 


Great Britaui-st. - 


ditto 


8 


— 


P. 745 


J. Slattery 


ditto 


Broad-laije - 


ditto 


8 


- 16 


N. 386 \ 


J. Lyons - 


ditto 


Abbey-street 


ditto - 


i 12 


1 4 


P. 753 


J. Steele - 


; ditto 


Broad-lane - 


ditto - 


20 


2 - 


M. 554 


A. Field - 


ditto 


. Winter’s-lane 


ditto - 


8 


- IG 


300 


Mrs.M'Carthy - 


ditto 


Strand-road - 


ditto • 


16 


1 12 


472 


J. Sullivan 


ditto 


Ann-street - 


ditto - 


12 


1 4 


139 


J. Coakley 


ditto 


W'lse's-hiU - 


ditto - 


10 


1 - 


112 


C. Otley - 


ditto 


Dunean-street 


ditto - 


12 


1 4 


N. 586 


Jane Shecliy 


ditto 


Donovan-street 


ditto - 


5 


- 10 


739 


T. Joyce - 


ditto - - . 


Broad-lane - 


ditto . 


16 


1 12 


164 


George Connell 


ditto 


Devonshire-street - 


ditto - 


10 


1 - 


404&403 


James Smith - 


store & eoopge. 


Blarney-lane 
NewsomVquay - 


ditto - 


8 


- IG 


M. 72 


C. Drinan 


house - 


ditto - 


25 


2 10 


291 


James Cahill - 


ditto 


Douglas-street 


ditto - 


5 


- 10 


N. 282 


M. Murphy 


slaugliterhouse 


Gallowgre-lane 


- half-year 
waste. 


,3/. lOS. 


- 7 


233 


J. M'Swiney - 


“ - ditto, now 


ditto 


poor 


6 


- 10 




cabins. 










P. 488 


D. O’Donaghue 


house - 


Wandesford-bridge 


ditto - 


12 


1 4 


816 


Mary Jameson - 


ditto 


Hill-lane - 


ditto - 


6 


- 12 


381 


M. Chamhre - 


ditto 


Willow-bill - 


ditto - 


9 


- 18 


459 


D. Mullins 


ditto 


Blarney-lane 


ditto - 


6 


- 10 


N. 352 




ditto 


WiUow-hill - 


ditto - 


5 


- 10 


449 


J. Meai-a - 


ditto 


' Blarney-lane 


ditto - 


6 


- 12 


A. 728 


Cambridge 


ditto 


York-street - 


ditto 


6 


- 10 


1213 


Stephen Lee - ' 


ditto 


Clarence-street 


ditto - 


7 


- 14 






ditto 


Mid. Glanralre-rd. 


ditto - 






825 


Mrs. West 


ditto 


Pope’s-quay 


ditto - 


C 


- 12 


1373 


James M‘Carthy 


ditto 


Great Britain-street 


ditto 


6 


- 10 


317 


John Palmer - ■ 


ditto 


Peter’s-street 


ditto - 


10 


1 - 






ditto 


Barrack-street 


ditto - 


8 


- 16 




James Barry • 


ditto 


Hanover-street 


ditto - 


14 


1 8 


715 


P. Foley ■ 


young’s houses 


F'lshamble-lane 


poor lodgers 


12 


1 4 


720 


Roche 


ditto 


ditto 


ditto - 


10 


1 - 


721 


Green 


ditto 


- ditto 


ditto 


10 


1 - 


723 


J. Corkery 


ditto 


ditto 


ditto - 


10 


1 1 - 


148 


Mrs. Young 


ditto 


ditto 


ditto - 


16 


1 12 


M. 782 


Fitzgerald 


house - 


Knapp’s-square - 
Strand-road - 


ditto • 


12 


1 4 






ditto 


ditto • 


C 


- 12 


1167 


Mrs. Harley 


ditto 


Clarence-street 


ditto - 


6 


- 12 


650-| 
651 ^ 






ditto 






Mrs. Taller 


ditto 


Margaret-street - 


6 

8 


- 12 
- 16 




P. Lacey - 


ditto 


Peter-street - 


ditto - 


6 


- 12 


A.1012 


Mrs. Murphy - 


ditto 


Mallow-lane 


ditto - 


6 


- 12 


P. 415 


George Younger 


ditto 


Hanover-street 


ditto 


20 


2 - 


A. 1221 


Dr. Murphy - 


yard, ruins - 


Great Britain-street 


ditto 


3 


- 6 


471 


Mrs. Buckley - | 


house - 


Sullivan’s-quay - 


very poor 


20 


2 - 


P. 3 


D. Leonard • i 


ditto 


Baclielor’s-quay « 


poor lodgers 


10 


1 - 


M. 55 


M. J. Reardon - i 


ditto 


1 Kyrl’s-quay 


ditto - 


15 


1 10 


N. 59 


Richard Walsh 


small store - 


, Barrack-street 


poor 


8 


— 


N.42&43 


Widow Sullivan 


house & store 


- ditto 


ditto 


12 


1 4 


59 


J ohn Daly 


bouse - 


ditto 


ditto • 


6 


' - 12 




Widow Sheehan 


ditto 


ditto 


ditto 


6 


- 12 


70 


Miss Daly 


ditto 


■ - ditto 


ditto - 


12 


1 4 


134 


James Lighten - 


ditto 


: Globe-lane - 


ditto 


8 


- 16 


136 


Presbyterian - 


almshouse 


ditto 


- - charged 
in mistake 


14 


1 8 


245 


Mrs. M‘Cartliy- 


house - 


Cat-lane 


very poor 


G 


- 12 




Widow Chartres 


ditto 


- ditto 


ditto 


G 


- 12 


N. 247'1 


Daly 


house Scouthousc 


Friar’s-walk 


ditto - 


13 1 


1 6 


247 


T. House - 


house - 


- ditto 


ditto 


C 


- 12 


248 


Mrs. Walsh 


ditto - - ■ 


ditto 


ditto - 


8 


- 10 


251 


.John Wilson - 


ditto 


Stephen’s-street - 


ditto 


C 


- 12 


252 


John Coffee 


ditto 


ditto 


ditto - 


C 


- 12 


270 


D. Connor 


ditto 


Quaker-road 


ditto * 


6 


- 12 




J. Lynch - 


ditto 


ditto 


ditto - 


G 


- 12 




J. Clarke - 


ditto 


ditto . - ■ 


ditto 


6 


- 12 




Tlios. Donovan - 


ditto 


ditto 


ditto 


G 


- 12 
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No. 


NAMES. 


CONCERNS. 


STREETS. 


Remarks. 


VaTua- 


RATES. 












£. 


£. S. 


812 


Dan. Cronin 


house - - 1 


Douglas-street . - 


very poor 


5 


- 10 


341 


Widow Spillane 


ditto 


Langford-row 


ditto - 


8 


- 16 


350 


Houseoflndustry 


; small outliouse 


ditto 


--charitable 
1 institution. 


5 


- 10 


387 


Wm. Murphy - 


house - 


Abbey-street 


poor lodgers 


6 


- 16 


404 


Mrs. M'Auliffe - 


! ditto 


Cove-street - 


ditto - 


8 


- 16 




Mary Lucas 


ditto 


- ditto 


ditto - 


6 


- 12 




John Buckley • 


! ditto 


ditto 


ditto 


6 


- 12 


439 


Widow Collins - 


backhouse 


Blackmoor-lane - 


ditto 


8 


- 16 


438 


Cavanagh 


Jiouse - 


ditto 


ditto 


6 


- 12 


455 


Mrs. Sheehy - 


, shop & parlour 


Sullivan’s-quay - 


very poor 


9 


- 18 


N. 455 


Miss O’Leary - 


ditto 


ditto 


ditto 


9 


- 18 


548 


E. O’Callaghan 


school - 


Margaret -street - 


ditto 


8 


- 16 


564 


Mrs. Keleher - 


house - - ! 


- ditto 


ditto 


10 


1 - 


604 


Ann Guernsey - 


. ditto 


Donovan’s-street - 


ditto 


5 


- 10 


795 


J. Noonan 


ditto - - : 


Rutland-street 


■ ditto - 


7 ' 


- 14 


after 433 


A. Bealy - 


ditto - - ; 


Traver’s-st.offCove-st 


ditto 


6 : 


- 12 




Wm. Scannell - 


ditto 


TraveFs-street 


ditto 


6 


- 12 




Con. Leary 


ditto 


ditto - ; 


ditto - 


6 


- 12 


JJ. G77 


Richard Gould - 


- - linney charg- 


White-street 


ditto - 


4 


- 8 






ed on store. 










698 


R. Gould- 


fallen down - 


ditto 


ditto 


2 


- 4 


M. 205 


Herlihy 


house - 


Shandon-street 


ditto - 


6 


- 12 


295 


Miss Crone 


ditto 


ditto 


ditto 


8 


- 16 


451 


Reardon 


ditto 


‘ Blamey-lane 


ditto 


5 


- 10 


474 


Allen 


. ditto 


ditto 


ditto - 


10 


1 - 


483 


Ds. Hyam 


ditto 


ditto 


ditto 


6 


■ - 12 


559 


Sullivan - 


ditto 


Old Market-place 


ditto 


10 


1 - 


636 


England - 


ditto 


Wise’s-lane - 


ditto 


- 5 


- 10 


652 


Downing - 


slaughterhouse 


Thomas Town 


- - charged 
twice. 


5 


- 10 


654 


Daly 


house » 


Harding’s-lane 


waste 


5 


- 10 


656 


Haly - - 


ditto 


Fair-lane 


poor 


7 


- 14 


727 


' Thompson 


store and yard 


Dominick-street - 


- - charged 
twice. 


5 


- 10 


822 


Callaghan 


store 


Pope’s-quay - i 


poor 


5 


- 10 


831 


Geary 


house - 


- ditto 


ditto 


20 


2 - 


694 


Widow Murphy 


ditto 


Church-lane 


ditto 


8 


- 16 


717 


R. Johnson 


store 


Mannix-street 


waste 


8 


- 16 


993 


Mrs. Murray - 


house - 


Mallow-lane 


very poor 


5 


- 10 












£: 


126 5 








( St. Anne 




75 10 






St. Mary - 

Chuhchwardens’ Return : •! pgjgp 




42 - 
47 1 








1st. Nicholas 


■ - 


56 10 














' 347 6 














7 18 












£. 


355 4 



£. 355. 4 s. granted. 

For self and fellows. Samuel Lane. 
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Appendix, No. ii. 

Poor allowed by 
Grand Jury. 



LIST of Poor allowed by the Grand Jury, July 1837. 



No. 


NAMES. 


u 


STREETS. 


Remark:. 


Valuation. 


BATES. 


Number in 
Printed List. 


Day of Voting 
and Number. 












£. 


£. d. 






M.460 


Barth. Murphy 


house 


Blarney-lane 


poor - 


6 


- 10 - 


380 


1. 26 


M. 458 


Andrew Egan - 


ditto 


- ditto 


ditto - 


5 


- 10 - 


58 


3. 249 


M. 430 


James Druminy 


ditto 


ditto 


half allowed 


6 


- 12 - 


103 


1. 116 


N. 103 


John Barry 


ditto 


Barrack-sti’eet - 


poor - 


7 


- 14 - 


280 


2. 176 


P. 316 


George Dudley 


ditto 


Peter-street 


ditto - 


14 


1 8 - 


119 


2. 5 


M. 64 


Alex. Norwood - 


ditto 


Bachelor’s-quay 


ditto - 


12 


1 4 - 


31 


1. 73 


M. 593 


Patrick Lucey - 


ditto 


- - Old Market- 
pi., (New-Iane). 


ditto - 


6 


- 12 - 


77 


3. 215 


A. 1258 


Michael Sullivan 


ditto 


Clai’enee-street - 


ditto - 


7 


- 14 - 


139 


2. 166 


A. 729 


Jas. Cambridge 


ditto 


York-street 


ditto - 


8 


- 16 - 


712 


1. 11 


M.131 


J ohn Keating - 


ditto 


Duncan-street - 


ditto - 


: 12 


1 4 - 


: 161 


; 1. 8 


N. 291 


Daniel Sullivan 


ditto 


Douglas-street - 


ditto - 


12 


1 4 - 


146 


3. 358 


M. 473 


Denis Connell - 


ditto 


Blamey-lane - 


ditto - 


10 


1 - - 


544 


1. 40 


M. 466 


John Craig 


ditto 


- ditto 


ditto - 


8 


- 16 - 


414 


1. 52 


M.729 0 


Chas. M'Carthy 


ditto 


Dominick-street 


ditto - 


8 


- 16 - 


! 546 


5. 417 


A. 1317 


Thos. Pulvertaft 


ditto 


Great Britain-st. 


ditto - 


8 


- 16 - 


112 


1. 16 


P. 745 


John Slattery - 


ditto 


- - Broad-lane 
(comer Cross-st.) 


ditto - 


8 


- 10 - 


' 437 


3. 116 


P.739 


Thomas Joyce - 


ditto 


Broad-lane 


ditto - - ; 


16 


1 12 - 


10 


2. 84 


P. 488 


Denis Donaghue 


; ditto 


- - Wandcsford- 
bridge. 


; ditto - 


12 


I 4 - 


■ 178 


3. 43 


317 


John Palmer - 


ditto 


PetePs-street - 


ditto - 


10 


1 - - 


142 


1. 54 


721 


Henry Green - 


ditto 


J?ishamble-lane - 


ditto - 


10 


1 - - 


13 


1. 76 


723 


John Corkerry - 


ditto 


- ditto - ' 


poor lodgers 


10 


1 -- - 


661 


4. 6 


3 


Denis Leonard - 


ditto 


Bachelor’s-quay 


- ditto 


10 


1 - _ 


239 


3. 156 


M. 55 


Michl. J. Riordan 


ditto 


Kyrl’s-quay 


- ditto 


15 


1 10 - 


7 


2. 214 


N. 270 


John Clarke 


ditto 


Quaker-road 


very poor - 


6 


- 12 - 


608 


2. 56 


404 


J ohn Buckley - 


ditto 


Cove-street 


poor lodgers 


6 


- 12 - 


302 


4. 9 


438 


Chas. Kavanagh 


ditto 


Blackmoor-lane 


poor - 


6 


- 12 - 


171 


1. 27 


795 


John Nunan 


ditto 


Rutland-street - 


very poor • 


7 


- 14 - 


41 


1. 75 


N. afterl 
433J 


■ Cornelius Leary 


ditto 


Traver’s-street - 


- ditto 


C 


- 12 - 


57 


3. 166 


M. 483 


Denis Flynn 


ditto 


Blamey-lane - 


- ditto 


0 


- 12 - 


176 


2. 105 
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